Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
Jim Gray
Mayor

December 5, 2014

Environmental Management Support, Inc.
Attn: Mrs. Edie Findeis Cromwell

8601 Georgia Avenue, Suite 500

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Deear Mrs. Cromywell:

With this letter please find enclosed a Brownfields Cleanup Grant application submitted under RFP
No. EPA-OSWER-OBLR-14-08.

a. Applicant Information

Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
Department of Environmental Quality and Public Works
Division of Environmental Services

9" Floor, Government Center

200 East Main Street

Lexington, KY 40507

b. DUNS Number 020428777

c. Funding Requested:

1) Grant Type: Cleanup
i) Federal Funds Requested: $200,000
i1} Contamination:  Hazardous Substances
d. Location:’  Lexington-Fayette County, Kentucky
e Property Name:
Fayette County Courthouse
215 West Main Street

Lexington, KY 40507

FOLLOW MAYOR GRAY:

www.facebook.com/Mayor[imGray www.twitter.com/ imGrayLexKY

200 East Main Street  *  Lexington, KY 40507  +  (859)425.2255  *  www.lexingtonkygov
HORSE CAPITAL OF THE WORLD
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f: Contacts
Project Director

Thomas Webb, Program Manager, St.
Division of Environmental Services
Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
200 East Main Street, 9 Floor

Lexington, KY 40507

Phone (859) 425-2808

Fax (859) 425-2859

tomw(@lexingtonky.gov

Chief Executive

Jim Gray, Mayor

Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
200 East Main Street

Lexington, KY 40507

Phone (859} 258-3100

Fax {859) 258-3194

]grag@lexingtonky gOV

g Date Submitted: December 18, 2014
h. Project Period: Three years from date of award
1. Population: 308,428 (U.S. Census, 2013 estimate)

The old Courthouse building, the pride of our community, was originally constructed in 1898 and
served as our community’s judicial center for over a century until a modern courthouse complex was
completed in 2002. This building was then used as museum space until September 2012 when
environmental issues forced its closure. The building has been assessed through Lexington’s cutrent
EPA Brownfield Program Assessment Grant. Lead-based paint, mold, asbestos-containing materials,
and guano were confirmed to be present at the Courthouse during the Phase IT environmental site
assessment (ESA).  An Analysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives has also heen completed so
Lexington is well positioned to move forward. This cleanup grant will assist us in redeveloping the Old
Courthouse property and, in the process, transform our downtown.

Thank you for your review of this proposal.

Sincerely,

fle o f

e ray
Mayor

200 East Main: Street . Lexington, KY 40507 J (859) 425-2255 .
www.lexingtonky.gov
HORSE CAPITAL OF THE WORLD



Appendix 3

Cleanup Other Factors Checklist

Name of Applicant: Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government

Please identify (with an X} which if any of the below items apply to your community or your
project as described in your proposal. To be considered for an Other Factor, you must include
the page number where each applicable factor is discussed in your proposal. EPA will verify
these disclosures prior to selection and may consider this information during the evaluation
process. If this information is not clearly discussed in your narrative proposal or in any other
attachments, it will not be considered during the selection process.

|

Other Factor

Page #

|

Community population is 10,000 or less.

Federally recognized Indian tribe,

United States territory.

Applicant will assist a Tribe or territory.

Targeted brownfield sites are impacted by mine-scarred land.

Targeted brownfield sites are contaminated with controlled substances.

Recent natural disaster(s) (2006 or later) occurred within community, causing
significant community economic and environmental distress.

Community is implementing green remediation plans.

Applicant demonstrates firm leveraging commitments for facilitating brownfield
project completion by identifying amounts and contributors of funding in the
proposal and have included documentation.

Community experienced manufacturing plant/power plant closure(s) (2008 or
later) tied to the targeted brownfield sites or project area, including communities
experiencing auto plant/power plant closures due to bankruptcy or economic
disruptions.

Recent (2008 or later) significant economic disruption (unrelated to a natural
disaster or manufacturing/auto plant/power plant closure) has occurred within
community, resulting in a significant percentage loss of community jobs and tax
base,

Applicant is one of the 12 recipients, or a core partner/implementation strategy
party, of a “manufacturing community” designation provided by the Economic
Development Administration (EDA) under the Investing in Manufacturing
Communities Partnership (IMCP). To be considered, applicants must cieariy
demonstrate in the proposal the nexus between their IMCP designation and
the Brownfield activities. Additionally, applicants must attach
documentation which demonstrates either designation as one of the 12
recipients, or relevant pages from a recipient’s IMCP proposal which
hists/describes the core partners and implementation strategy parties. A core
partner/implementation strategy party is a local partner organization/jurisdiction
that will carry out the proposed strategy, as demonstrated in letters of
commitment or memoranda of understanding which documents their




contributions, roles, and responsibilities to the partnership. EDA may provide to
EPA a list of the core partners/implementation strategy parties for each of the 12
“manufacturing community” designees, which EPA would use to verify this
other factor,

Applicant will serve an area designated as a federal, state, or local
Empowerment Zone or Renewal Community. To be considered, applicant must
attach documentation which demonstrates this current designation.

Apphcant is a recipient or a core partner of HUD-DOT-EPA Partnership for
Sustainable Communities (PSC) grant funding or technical assistance that is
directly tied to the proposed Brownfields project, and can demonstrate that
funding from a PSC grant/technical assistance has or will benefit the project
area. Examples of PSC grant or technical assistance include a HUD Regional
Planning or Challenge grant, DOT Transportation Investment Generating
Economic Recovery (TIGER), or EPA Smart Growth Implementation or
Building Blocks Assistance, etc. To be considered, applicant must attach
documentation.

Applicant is a HUD Promise Zone community. To be considered, applicant
must attach decumentation,

Applicant is a recipient of an EPA Brownfields Area-Wide Planning grant.




Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government (LFUCE), Lexinglon, Kentucky
FY 2015 Brownfield Cleanup Grant Narrative Proposal
215 West Main Streel, Lexinglon, Kentucky

1. Communiiy Need

a. Targeted Community- Known as the florse Capital of the World, Lexington-Fayeite Counly (2 merged city-connty government) is the
center of Kentucky's Biuegrass Region. Lexington has a compact urban core which is surrounded by our picturesque rural landscape and
rolling farmland. Our community has an aggressive planning program, having the oldest Urban Service Area growth boundary in the
United States. This houndary, wiich protecis Lexingion-Fayetle County’s idyHic countryside by limiting growlh to core areas, was
eslablished in 1958 and is recognized by the American Institute of Certified Planners as a National Historic Planning Landmark. In effect,
the concept of Lexington’s Urban Service Area is the foundation for all American growth management systems. And Lexington-Favetie
County’s Purchase of levelopment Rights program, began in 1999, is the first agriculturai conservation easement program by a local
government in Kentucky. To dale, this program has permanently protecied over 28,000 acres of farmland in this iconic American
landscape from development, will a goal of nltimately protecting 50,000 acres. Since ils establishment in 1762, Lexington has served as a
tmajor economic center in the Blaegrass Region. As a result, a huge diversity of enterprises have fourished in Lexington including paper
milis, distilleries, grist mills, tobacco faclories, brick and Inmber yards, pefrolewm refineries, stockyards, and manufacturing industries.
The environmental legacies associated with this history, combined with the continwing growth of our population, resulls in enormous
pressure 10 develop our rural lands. So much so that, despite having some of the oldest and most ambitious land preservation programs
in the country, the Bluegrass region has lost a significant amount of farmland to dovelopment- an alarming trend that landed the Inner
Bluegrass on the 2006 World Mopwments Fund’s 100 Mest Endangered Sites.

Lexinglon is 2 community that has been harmed by recent plant closures and lay-offs and the below discussion readily illustrates this.
When talking numbers of jobs lost, it is easy o talk in the abstract. But il is imperative we leep in mind that each of these numbers
represents the loss of a person’s livelikood and in many instances much more. In addition to net being able to provide for their families,
those who have losi jobs- even if they eventually find new ones- often suffer lasting damage 1o their earnings potential, their health, their
sell esteem, and their overall quality of life, all in all a devastating experience. The GE Glass Plant on Loudon Avenue, localed
approximately a mile and a half northwest of the Courthouse, wiich had been in operation since 1946, closed in Jnly 2010 which
ehiminated 125 jobs. In June 2012, the University of Kentucky began laying off administrative and staff employees. Officials stated al the
time that 140 employees would lose their jobs and an additional 164 positions are being eliminated. In July 2032, the Lexingion Herald-
Leader announced another in a four-year series of reductions in its workforce. The cily’s daily newspaper now has the equivalent of 216
full-lime positions, a 42 percent reduciion since 2008, Faced with declining demand for inkjel printers, Lexinglon-based Lexmark
International, an oulgrowth of the IBM typewriter business, announced in August 2012 it was shuiting down the company’s remaining
inkjel hardware business. The action cost Lexington 550 jobs. Over the long term, the Lexmark workforce reduction could cost the local
economy approximately §34 million in lost wages with a commensuraie impact on our fax base. In April 2013, 3 (eradyne, a body
armor manufacturer for the military, announced the lay off of 93 employees at its Lexinglon plant, Global defense contractor Lockheed
Martin confirmed this June that it is laying off about 110 emplovees from its Binegrass Station facility in Lexinglon, and that more layoffs
might be coming. The US. Postal Service announced this July that the mail processing center on Nandino Boulevard in Lexington. is
among 82 facilities nationwide 1hal are planned for "consetidation™ in 2015, eliminating 290 postal jobs in Lexingion. And if the above
numbers are not enongh, 2 December 2013 study by the Kentucky Chamber of Commerce shows job growth for the Lexington metropolitan
ared, which covers much of (entral Keniucky, has been just 1.9 percent since the economy crashed five years ago. The report noles,
“Typically, Lexington is one of the fastest-growing places in the stale so it is surprising o see Lexinglon was down there as one of the
slower-performing places en these charls.” Significantly, the study sugaests that Lexinglon is gelting more service-sector jobs thal don'l
pay especially well,
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{rar cleanup grant application is to eliminate environmental hazards al the former Fayeite (ounty Courthouse which is now vacant due to
environmental concerns. The “(ld Conrthonse™ is located at 215 West Main Street in the courthouse square and sits i the heart of onr
downtown. The Lexingion-Fayetle Urban Connty Governmeni is ihe sole ewner of this landmark building, whick is on the National
Register of Historic Places. This beautiful 55,000 square feel 4-story stone Cruciform-plan building, in the shape of a Greek cross, is
constracted in Michardsonian Romanesyue architectural style and has a domed clock tower. This building, the pride of our community,
was originally constructed in 1898 and served as our commugity’s courthouse for aver a century, until 2 modern courthonse complex was
compisted in 2062, The Courthouse was then used as museum space and to help faciliate Lexinglon Farmers Markei operalions unii
September 2012 when environmental issues forced the implementalion of institntional controls to limit expesure of workers and the
public to lead-based paind. This in effect resulted in & cessation of all operations and the Lexinglon History Museum, the Lexington Pablic
Salety Museum, and the Lexington Renaissance Pharmacy Museum were asked to remove their exhibits. The Courthouse remains closed fo
the public le this day. The Bluegrass Trust for Historic Preservation, Ceniral Kemiueky's Jeading preservation advocale, put the
(ourthouse on their 2013 “Eleven in Their Fleventh Hour™ list which is in an effort to bring awareness to endangered historic properties
and 1o find long-ierm solations for listed properties. The erilerion used for selecting the properties includes historic significance,
proximity fo proposed or current development, fack of protection from demolition, condition of structure, or architectural significance,

Recent evenis have only increased our communily’s sense of urgency. During a conditions assessment of the former Courthouse earfier
this year, structural engimeers discovered that the balconies on all four facades were heginning to pull away from the building, creating a
potential public safely hazard and requiring netting be installed around the baleonies t0 keep pieces of stone from falling until permanent
repairs can be made. The city also fenced off (cordoned off) the areas below these halconies 1o limil public access and further protect the
public. This same assessment also deiermined the support heams for the roof of the basement that extend past the building and siop
approximately Iwo feet from the sonih curb of Shori Streel showed signs of deterioration, which also presented a public safety hazard as
the gromid above this part of the basement could collapse. This required this area be fenced off too (to include the sidewalk) until
repairs can be made. Closing this area also disrupied the Lexinglon Farmers Market and required 17 of their vendors to relocate in August
of ihis year. AN of this fencing remains in place curreatly.

The presence of lead-based paint was the initial environmental concern raised and was the original driver for “shuftering” the Courthonse
in 2012. However after being shuitered, the Courthouse was assessed in detail through lexington’s current EPA Brownfield Program
Assessment Grant {Cooperative Agreement BF-95461616-1). Tn addition to lead-based paint, ashestos-containing materials, bird droppings
{guano), and mold were confirmed to he present 3l the Courthouse during the Phase If environmenta! sile assessment (ESA) although the
mold was not exicnsive. Mechanical, elecirical and plumbing (MEP) svstems such as fluorescent light fixiures containing mercury and
HVAL equipmen! containing chlorofluorocarben (CF() refrigerants such as R-11, R-12, and B-22 were also identified as an environmental
COTCETN.

A draft Analysis of Brownizeld Cleanup Alternatives {ADCA) was then developed lo evaluale eleanup opions for this huilding, also using
our currend EPA browndield assessment grant funding. [If our cleanup grant application is selected hy the EPA for funding, we plan io use
the cleanup grant funds to facilitate redevelopment of the Courthouse by implementing ABCA cleanup recommendations and abating
envirenmental concerns. Specifically we plan io use the $200,080 in EPA funds {irst fo abate lead based paint and guano hazards sinee
these are the most immediaie concerns and the guano is comingled with flaked lead based paini. Any remaining EPA grant funds (along
with other sourees of funding) will then be used to abate ashestos and lastly remove the mold and mechanical, electrical and plumbing
(MEP) systems containing hazardous materials.

Demographically, our primary largel communily is comprised of residents wha live in the dewniown area in the mmediale vicinity of the
courihouse (US Census Tract 1.81). This tract encompasses most of the downtown area and includes the majority of our Central Business
District and also comlains paris of the Aylesford, East End, Martin Luther King, Gratz Park, Western Surburb, and North Side
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neighborhoods. The tract bowndaries are defined on the west by Broadway, on the east by Indiana Avenuc, on the North by Third Sireel,
and on the south by Maxwell Street. According to the 1S, ensus Bureau 2010 Census, there are 1,926 honseholds containing 3,072
people in the targel community. The demographics of Consns Tract 101 are: White (73.1%), African American (21.4%). Hispanic (3.1%),
Asian (2.1%) and Other (0.3%). (ensus data shows that, as a whole, the residents in these neighborhoods struggle economically o make
ends meet, having 2 median household income of §15,559 annually - this contrasts with a median connty-wide income of $48,306 for
Fayetle County. Over 40% of families and 46% of all people in Tract 1.01 have an income helow the poverty fevel, with many heing
significantly below ihe poverty level. Pointedly almost 22% of these housebiolds have an annual income of Jess than $10,000 (2007-2011
U.S. Censns American Communily Survey).
Bemographic Informaiion

(ensus Tract 1.01 Entire Lox /Fayelie Kentucky National
Popuiation J1] 3072 295,843 4,339,357 308,745,538
tinemployment |2} 16% 8.0% 10.5 6.7%
Poverty Raie [3] 6% 18.9% 18.8% 11.8%
Percent Minority {11 26.9% 24.3% 12.2% 20.7%
Median Household Income [3] | §15.559 §48,779 42,010 $21.371

|1] Data from the 2010 US Census and is available at hitp:/ fwww.census.gov/. |2] Data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics and is available
al wwwhis.gov. |3} Bata from the US Census Burean 2012 American Community Survey and is available on American FactFinder at
hitp:/ /lactiimderZ.census,gov/faces /tableservices/isi/ pages/productview xhiml

In addition to being economically challenged, the targel community, which includes sensitive populations such as the elderly, children,
pregnant women and those with breathing issues, is also more likely to be exposed 1o environmental stressors due to their proximity o
downtown as well as the age of their housing. Specifically, the heavy vehicular traffic on the main thoronghiares downtown resulls in
increased exposure 1o ouldeor air pollufanmis such as ozome, particnlates (particle poliution), carbon monoxide, and other air
contaminants. Information obtained from the EPA indicate these contaminants are known to cause adverse health efiects and can lead o
asthma, bronchilis, emphysema, Jung cancer, hearl disease and other illnesses as well as premature death.

The median year for homes buill in Censns Tract 1.1 is 1966 and over a third of the homes in these neighborhoods were built prior te
193%. The age of the residential honsing stock in the targe! area means that residents are also more likely to be exposed to indoor air
qualily contaminanis sach as lead-based paint and asbestos coniaining material (ACM) commonly used in construction of ofder homes.
Lead can affect abmost every organ and system in your hedy, Children six years old and vounger are most susceptible to the effects of lead.
in children, the main larget for lead toxicity is the nervens system. Even very low [evels of fead in the blood of children can result in
permanent damage 1o the brain and nervous sysiem leading (o behavior and learning problems, lower [(, hearing problems, slowed
growth, and anemia. In rare cases, ingestion of lead can canse seizures, coma and even death. Lead in a pregant woman's body can
result i serious effects on the preguancy and her developing fetus, inchuding miscarriage, reduced growih of the fetus and premature
birth. Asbeslos can be found in vinyl floor tiles, the hacking on viuyt sheet flooring, adhesives, roofing and siding shingles, hot water and
steam pipes, insulation, elc. Exposure to asbestos increases the risk of developing lung disease to include Jung cancer, mesothelioma {2
rare Jorm of cancer that is found in the thin lining of the lung, chest and the abdomen and heast), and asheslosis (a serisus progressive,
long-term, non-cancer disease of the lungs). '

b. Tmpacts on Targeled Community- As discussed above, the close proximily of the largeled community to the downiown area resulis in
exposure 10 “outdoor” air poliutants such as ozone and pariiculates which can adversely impact health. This is especially true of
sensitive groups such as children, elderly, pregnant women and those wilh existing breathing issues. This exposure fo outdoor
poliutants, combined with their exposure o indoor air pollutants iv their homes such as lead-based paini and asbestos, resulis in a
disproportionale impact on the farget community. 1t is believed these heafth impacts in wrn contribuie to and are exacerbated by the
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poverty in this cconomically challenged area, creating a cycle that adversely impacis the welfare and quality of life of the area’s residents.
The shnttering of the Courliouse coniributes to the adverse impacis and reinforces this eycle. It stands as a constan! and highly visible
reminder to this anderserved population of missed opportunities - of what could be. The cessation of museum operations in 2012 helped
protect musenm patrons imcluding sensitive groups sach as the elderly, children and pregnant women from potential exposure o LBP,
guane, mold and ashestos environmental hazards. However, il deprived the community of important educational opportunities.
Additionally, closure of the Courthouse makes it significanily more difficult for the targeted comempnity and indeed our entire community
10 access fresh, healthy food, which EPA states is a desired equitable developmenl ouicome. Prior 1o closure, the Courthouse was used in
supporl of the vear round Lexington Farmers Market. This is the main local foods marlkel ior our community and is held from 7:00 am to
2:0 pm on Saturdays both on and immediately adjacent 1o the Courthouse grounds. The Courthouse was the primary restroom facility for
the farmers markel, providing a clean environment for hoth market members and market customers. The availability of running water
also allowed for optimal sanitation. Now thal the market ne longer has access to such permanent facilities, the markel must provide
several portable toilels and (weather permitting) a fool-pump activated hand washing station or hand sanitizer. While this setup meets
health regulations, it is not the preferred opiion. Nor is this pertable loilet option seen in a favorable light by cuslomers- unforlunately
cusiomers have no other option since the Farmers Market opens early in the morning when other nearhy downtown businesses are closed.
{ustomers” geperal aversion o poriable foitels has adversely impacted the markel. As noled previsusly, a dozen market members
(farmers) were forced to relocate this year as the sidewalk area Lhey oecupied was condemned due to the Conrthouse basement area
structural issues. This ferced those market members to relocate lo new areas and encroach info space historically reserved for brick-and-
mortar establishments. Al of the nncertainly presenily surrounding the Courthouse makes it exceedingly difficnlt for the market to
expand, or even promote their market and makes remaining in this focation fong-lerm 4 less attractive aplion for the farmers markel.
Should the Farmers Markel close or be forced 1o relocate, the targel communily would be unable to access fresh healthy food as Lexingon-
like mos! lowns- does not have grocery siores of significant size in the downtown area, in offecl craating a “iood deserl.” Less obvions but
just as significant, the Courthouse building also served as the primary emergency (severe weather) shelter for the farmers markel. The
ontside nature of the farmers markel and the unpredictability of severe weather combined with the closeness of the Courthense made the
Courthouse an obvious severe weather storm sheller. The Courthouse had both the sturdy construction and the space to provide 2 safe
shelter for all market members and patrons. Identifving alternative sheltering areas that can meet the needs of the marke! hias proven 1o
be difficult, and 1o dale no alternale ceniral sheltering place has been established. If severe weather is anticipaled the markel is now
suspended and people are asked to leave the vieinity. The lack of a central sheltering area is 2 problem not only for the Lexingion
Farmers Market but also for the many public events in Cheapside Park such as Thursday Night Live!

Fimally, in its current slaie, the Courthouse is'in many respects limiting the target area’s polential. From an economic standpoint, i is
plain to see that the Courthouse holds much promise. If this underutilized property were to be developed to its full potential {most likely
through a public private partnership), it could create a significant number of jobs and serve as a cataiyst for the entire area. The
envirommental cleanup alone would take ai jeast 3 months io complete, requiring thousands of werk hours and generating an eslimated
15 1o 20 jobs. Once redeveloped, we anficipate that at least 15 year ronnd jobs and another dozen seasonal jobs will be created af the
Courthouse itself based on similar projects.

¢. Financial Need

i) Economic Conditions Lexington still has o smatl town feel and there is 2 veason for that; we are relatively small. With a population of
295,803 (U.3. Lensus Bureau 2010 Demographic Profile Data) Lexington is not considered a big city - our Mayor likes 1o refer to Lexington
as an “exira farge Mavherry”- so we don’t have the resources enjoyed by some larger municipalities. Owr community-wide poveriy rate of
18.9% is higher than many of the benchmark communiiies which we compare ourselves to. The mest recent estimale for redeveloping
the fourthouse puts the cost upwards of 20 million dollars; approximately $771,298 of this amount will be used lo address environmental
concerns and creale a clean building as outlined in the draft Anaiysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives (ABCA} completed by AMEC in
Jamuary 2014, Qur community simply doesn’t have the resources to pull this off by ourselves in today's economic times. As mentioned
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previously, Lexington is & community thal Bias been harmed by recent piant closures and lay-offs. The GE Glass Plant on Louden Avenue
located approximately a mile and a half norlhwest of the Courthouse, which had been in operation since 1946, closed in July 2010 whick
eliiminated 125 jobs. In June 2012 the University of Keniucky began laying off administrative and staff employees. Officials staied at the
time that 140 employees would lose their jobs and an additional 164 pesitions are being eliminated. In Jnly 2012 the Lexington Herald-
Leader announced another in 4 four-year series of reductions in its werklerce. The city’s daily newspaper now has the equivaleni of 216
full-time positions, a 42 percent reduction since 2008, , Faced with declining demand for inkjet printers, Lexington-based Lexmark
[niernational, an ouigrowih of the IBM typewriter business, announced in August 2012 it was shulting down the company's remaining
inkjel kardware business. The action cost Lexingion 350 johs. Cver the long term, the Lexmark workforce reduction could cost 1he local
economy approximately $34 million in lost wages with 2 commensurate impact on our tax base. In April 2013 3M Ceradyne, a body armor
manuiacturer for the military, announced the Jay off of 93 employees at ils Lexinglow plant. Global defense contractor Lockheed Martin
confirmed this June it is laying off about [10 employees from its Bluegrass Station facility in Lexingion, and that more Layofis might be
coming, The US. Postal Service announced this July that the mail processing center on Nandine Boulevard in Lexington is among 82
facilities nationwide thal are planned for "consolidation™ i 2015, eliminating 290 postal jobs in Lexinglon.

(i1) Economic Efects of Brownfields- The residenis of the target community are al an economic disadvantage compared lo the rest of
Fayette County and we believe their close proximily to the Courthouse may be contributing to this disparity. According 1o the 2016 1.,
{ensus, which is the most recent year for which this level of detail is available, the residents of these neighhorhoods have lower incomes
and higher poverty rates when compared to the surrounding community. The median household income for the largel community is
$15,559 compared to §48,779 for Fayette County as 2 whole. In addition, over 40% of families and 46% of all people in Census Tracl 1.01
have an income below the poverty level and 33% do net have access 1o a vehicle. Only 13.5% of the homes in the target community are
owner occupied. The remainder are remied. Over a third of the homes in hese neighborhoods were buill prior 1o 1939 and the median
year for homes built is 1966; this compares 1o a median year of 1974 for the rest of Favelte County. Of the Larget population 5.9% lack
complete piumbing, 11.9% lack complete kitchen facilities, and 12.4% do not have telephone service (2008-2012 US. Census American
{ommunity Survey 5 Year Estimates Table DP04).

Additional economic effects associated with the Courthouse (brownfield) in its current state include community disinvestment, burden on
municipat services, and ultimately bhight. As stated earlier 2 courthouse defines & community. Failure o invest in the Conrthouse sends
the wrong message Lo lhose wishing to invest in owr dewntown and our community. Although the Courthouse is now shuttered, the {ity
is still mainiaining this structure using taxpayers’ funds - we have committed to spend over a million dellars on the Courthouse in the last
Lwa years dlone.

We reatize the importance of the Courtiouse 1o our communily and are taking steps 1o properly manage this vacant building as evident
above. However il the building is not returned o productive use in the near fnfure, it may become necessary o “motiball” the building.
Mothballing ~ will require stabilization of the exterior, properly designed security prolection, some form of continuing interior
ventilation—either through mechanical or natural air exchange systems—and continued maintenance and surveillance moniloring.
Comprehensive mothballing programs are generally expensive and may cost 16% or more of 2 modest rehabilitation budget (National
Parks Services Technical Preservation Bulletin 31 Mothballing Historic Buildings). Mothballing such a landmark building in the heart of
dewnlown would be a poster child for community disinvestment and blight and would be a continuing drain on municipal resources.

2. Project Description and Feasibility of Suecess

4. Project Descripiion

1.) Existing Conditions- The LFUCG Division of Historic Preservation has designated the Courthouse as “Quistanding,” which is defined as a
“property of extreme imporiance architecturally and /or historically that has undergone relatively fittle alteration since they were built, or
the alierations themselves have gained significance.” It is noted that this particalar property “contributes both to the character of the
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block, and to the character of dewntown.” The Courthouse property has provided much of lexington's historical fapestry. H has been the
heart of Lexinglon since the public square was firs! platied i 1780, The Jirst schoolheuse in Kentucky was built on this site in 1783; it
was i this school that the schoolieacher John “Wildcat” McKinney was atfacked and fought off a wildeat that had eniered the school
(Historic Lexington lieart of the Bluegrass). The courthouse square was the sife of a Civil War skirmish in (clober of 1362 when
{oniederale cavalry aftacked Inion froops encamped in lLexinglon. Reporls indicate a group of Union soldiers soughi refuge in the
geurthouse and when Contederate soldiers brought up artillery, the Mayor of Lexington pleaded with the Confederates not 1o blow up the
courthouse. He also pleaded with the Tnion seldiers lo surrender, which they did, sparing the courthouse. The following additional
historical information was comained in & March L, 2012 Kaintackeean post “Favetie Couniy’s Courthonse is all history:” “Fayeite County's
first three courlhouses were lorn down or sold, the feurth burned on May 14, 1897, and the fifth courthouse {the Courthouse and the
subject of our grani application) remains standing on the foolprini of its two immediate predecessors. Construction or the Courthouse, the
4" one built on this property, began in 1898. The 1898 courthouse was designed by the Cleveland, Obio architecture firm Lehman &
Schmitt, who also designed their own city's Cuyahoga County Courthouse. The Favette County Courthouse is a fapfastic example of
Richardsonian Remanesque archilecture, In the shape of a Greek cross, though appearing almost cubic, the courthouse has an entrance on
each of its jour sides. Lach entrance is marked by a large round arch and a shallow balcony above. The corbels supporting these halconies
feature faces ranging from groiesque o resembling characters irom the Canterbury Tales. The clock in the belfry survived the 1897 fire
and has been preserved through histery dating back 1o 1866, On the hout, you can still hear the bell mark the hours of the day just as
that same bell did for the ears of Henry Clay, john Breckinridge, and Abraham Lincoin. In 1951, plans were moving ferward to demolish
the 1898 courthouse despile opposilion from, as the Lexinglon Leader newspaper called them, “sentimeniaiisis.” The 1951 plan wonld
have transiermed the Mock and mcluded razing the Courthouse. A chief proponent of this new plan was the County Cemmissioner whe,
frustrated with the insuificient space in the hali-centnry old siructure, wanied "io tear this damn thing down and build a new building.”
And although the plan was supported by the chamber of commerce, it ultimaiely floundered. The space issues, however, did nol ge away,
becanse five courtrooms had been squeezed into a building designed for one. A 1961 phan resulted in adaptive rense, While preserving the
facade of the historic courthouse, its inner workings (including the palatial atrium) were filled with HIVAL, an elevaior system and
restrooms. Prior te the (1961) resiovation, visilers inside the courthouse would have marveled i a grand staircase as they gazed wp 107
feet to the dome ceiling. The dome was painted 2 blue witk dozens of lights which would have illuminated the dome - then one of
Lexington's tallest structures - and the swrrounding area. The use of these eleciric Hghis in 1900 was groundbreaking; only Paris, Franee
(the "City of Lighis™) was using lighi bulbs in sucl mnovaiive ways. The lights would alse have illuminated the beautiful interior — the
carvings and painiings reminiscent of a 14" century Tibetan Palace. In 2002, the Courthouse closed when the new courlhouse complex
opened a conple blocks away on North Limesione Streel. The Courthouse is the home to several museums. most nolably the Lexington
History Musenm, which opesed in 2003” (March I, 2012 Kantuckeean posl www. Kaminckeean.com). As mentioned previously lhe
Courthouse closed to the public fater in 2012 due 1o elevated levels of lead dust.

Lexingtonians have long recogrized the value of the Courthouse building as well as the courtheuse square. fur community has made
significanl investments in the courthouse square property and much of the greundwork has been laid for this project 1o be successful as
described below. Fitzsimmons Office of Architeciure (FOA) conducted 2 study of the Courthounse building in 1999, providing a baseline of
existing conditions, conceptual site layouts, and preliminary pricing for a full restoration of the building. In 2008, the Courthouse Square
Foundation was founded by then Maver Pam Miller to raise funds for this project. Information contained in a July 24, 2012 Business
Lexinglon article Seize the Moment: Hestore the Courthouse describes the Ceurihouse Square Foundation group in the lollowing way “This
unified cafl for restoring the Courthouse couldn’i come from a more diverse group of powerful leadership personalities. The Foundation’s
board of advisors includes afl former mayors and vice mavors whe have served since the city and county merged...” In 2001, Verner
Johnson and Asseciales provided a feasibifily study on a joint UK Art Museum — Lexington History Center project that would have restored
the exisiing Courthouse as well as buili & parilally sublerranean gallery annex. Due fo economic unceriainty in the wake of the 9/11
terrorist atlacks, the project was shelved. In the early 2000's, one miliion dellars was spent ie stabilize the building and male minor
improvements to three foors for use by the Lexington History, Pubiic Safety, and Kentucky Pharmacy musenms. While mubtiple sltempis
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to repurpose the building for 2 higher use had been studied and tried since 2000, nene have come to fruition. However, as noted in {he
Business Lexington article Seize the Moment: Restore the Courthouse, “The recent closing of the (td Fayette County Courthouse following
the discovery of hazardous Jead paint may have the effect of actually opening 1he doors of this iconic downlown strueiure to a new future:
25 the crowning calalyst of a vibranl new downiown emtertainment districl.”

Today lexington is being transformed and the Courthouse is again in the center of activity- literally surrounded by activity. In April of
2609 Fiith Third (3/3) Bank donated $750,000 to the Downtown Lexington Corporation to build a 5,000 square foot glass pavilion with a
metal roof in theapside Park in Courthouse Square 2 mere 75 feet west of the {ourthonse itsell. This permanent event facility, called the
Fifth Third Pavilion, now houses popular events snch as stree! conceris- almost 76,000 people atiended the Thursday Night Live! street
concerts this year alone and (based on pedesirian connis) the Lexington Downtown Development Authority estimates as many as 200,000
total people visiled the Fiith Third Pavilion in 2014. In 2009, merchants and farmers began sefling fresh produce and food products on
Saturdays at Cheapside through the Lexingion Farmers Markef, 2 member-owned agriculinral cooperative. Again based on LDDA
pedestrian counts, an average of 3,091 people shop at the Farmers Markel on Saturdavs and on peak Saturdays the farmers market
estimates as many as 5,000 people shop here. Plus several major downtown projects have been announced in the past two vears.
Immediately across the sireet from the Courthonse is the Mckim, Mead, and White designed Fayetie National Building, The Fayette
National Building, located less than 100 feet east of the Courthouse, is undergoing renovations now and will be the future home of the 21¢
Wuseum Hotel, a boutique hotel and art musenm whose trademark pengoins will be blue in recognition that Lexington is the home of the
Big Blue Kentucky Wildeats. The 2ic Hotel will bring with it 150 jobs and new life for a building that was once the tallest huilding in
Kentucky and has graced our skyline for 100 years. And there are plans to create a downlown linear park as part of the Town Branch
{ommaons, a nearly two mile siretch of connected public space following 1he historic route of the Town Branch Creek on which Lexington
was originally founded and which runs underneath downtown area presently. Finally construction on the CenirePointe development,
which includes plans for a 266 room holel, mixed use space and a three-story underground parking garage on a two acre parcel of land
just 300 feet southeast of the Courthouses, is underway,

THE WAY FORWARD: in his January 2013 State of Merged Government address, our Mayor lasked the Lexinglon Downtown Development
Authority (LBDA) with coordinating redevelopment efforts for the Courthouse building, After reviewing existing studies and information,
hearing from fong-time stakeholders, and holding informal conversations wilh potential tenants, it became clear that there is a way
forward on redeveloping the Courthouse as public/private venture that would leverage external sources of funds to restore and revive one
of our community’s most recoguizable landmarks. To bring the Courthouse adaptive reuse project fo fruition, the Lexington Bowntown
levelopment Authority, the LFUCG and the Courthouse Square Foundation are currently working to put together & development team with
the capacily lo develop a program, assemble inancing, and manage the Courthouse property incorporating the following goals: (1)
Restore the building according to the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Historic Preservation, inclading returning the central atrinm to
a condition representative of the original design; (2) Light the exterior of the building, mclnding the dome; (3) Program public use or uses
on the entry level that provides access io the reopened atrinm; (4) Provide public resirooms to support activities in the 5/3 Pavilion and
(5} Activate the apron and the grounds surrounding the building with calé tables or like activily.

Due 1o the open layownl of the building and the comparatively small footprint, we recognize that the building will Fkely have several
tenants oceupying relatively small spaces versus a few large tenants. However we actually see that as an asset- not a Hability. lnstead of
creating office or botel space, we will be creating a space that will once again capture the public’s imagination while also containing a
diversity of unique fenants. Once the Courthouse is resiored, visitors to the Courthouse will once again be able 1o enjoy an experience that
cannot be had anywhere else in the region. Visitors will be able o “marvel at the grand staircase as they gaze up 107 feet to the dome
coiling” and see “the carvings and paintings reminiscent of a 14* century Tibetan Palace.” In effect we envision the Courthouse will be 2
livable {ever changing) museum with an open main floor, galleries, and public exhibil spaces intertwined with “unusual” mixed use
space. Not only will it become an exciting musl see “destination” for our citizens and visitors alike, it will aiso serve as an operaling
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vere as wel as the jumping off point for other Lexington attractions. We also envision the huilding will be used 1o tell Lexinglon’s story
with an emphasis on our world renowned history of bourbon and horses. We anticipate this venue having connections with the highly
successind Bourbon Trail and Kentucky Horse Park- two very popular attractions,

And we are doing more- we have made major strides toward turning our vision inie reality recently. In last vear's fiscal municipal
budget, $300,000 was obligated for structural repairs 1o the Courthouse {Council budgel ordinance #70-2013). An additional $250.000
was sel aside for predevelopment efforts {Council hudget ordinance # 146-2013) and LFUCG, with project management by LDDA, is using a
portion of these funds to conduct a conditions assessment for the Conrthouse. Working through EOP Architects and Preservation Design
Partuership consultanls, we are amalyzing the existing conditions of the facility inclnding architectural, structural, and historic
components. This conditions assessment will result in a detailed report with recommended short and long term stabitization and repair
needs along with cost estimates, all of which will coordinale with established historic preservation goals. Also z selective demolition
package was recently completed during which all drop ceilings, various non-historic partitions and selective floor coverings were
removed fo facilitate the conditions assessment. This allows the consulling team to fully assess the condilion of the strucure, to
understand how the Courthouse can be best utilized, and also helps reduce unknowns daring fature redevelopment. The conditions
assessment is sef 1o be complete and findings presented to council early 2015, Significantly the initial findings indicate the Conrthouse is
i belter structural condition than originally thought. Finally in November 2014 our Urban County Council unanimeusly sel aside an
additionat $450,000 for further investigation and to address problems identified during the current conditions assessment.

FINANCING OF THE RESTORATION: The most recent estimate for redeveloping the Courthonuse puts the cost upwards of 20 million dollars;
approximately $771,290 of this amount will be used to address environmental concerns (inchuding 1hose associated with mechanical,
electrical and plumbing) as detailed in the draft Analysis of Brownfieid Cleanup Alternatives (ABCA) completed by AMEC in Jannary 2014,
How will it be paid for? The proposed redevelopment plan for the Courthouse is still being finalized. But as is commen for projects of
this sale, financing the restoration and redevelopment of the {ourthouse will involve a blend of hinding from multiple sources. We
anticipate the focal contribution, which will be a combination of permanent (tenant) debt, donations, and tax increment financing, will
tolal approximatety $7,750,000. A viable tenant will be able to support a level of permanent debt service through & market-rale leasc.
The Courthouse Square Foundation will continue to solicit donations/contributions. The Courthouse Project has been identified as a
possible beneficiary of the TIF financing component of the {entrePointe project which could supply significant funding. Federai and State
Historic Tax (redits will alse be nsed. Tax credits are awarded for an amonnt equal to 20% of the project cosl. After awarding, the credits
are sold to investors in exchange for equity. We anticipate §2.607,924 from this funding source. New Markeis Tax Credits are similar and
will also be used. These tax credits are also exchanged for equity and favorable loan terms. We anticipate $3,494,400 from this funding
source. And of course granl funding will be sought. as we are doing with this $200,000 EPA Brownfield Program Cleanup Grant
application.

Finalty, local government (taxpayer) funds will of conrse be used for leveraging as we already have significant “slan in the game.” As
described in the paragraphs above, we have commilted io invesiing over a million dollars in the last twe years alone which speaks 1o the
depth of our local commilment, 11’ obvions our community is invested in preserving and developing the (ourthouse and we are willing
to shoulder the costs to the poin! we can bear. Please note currently we are also working with experienced financial experts who have
successiully redeveloped landmark municipal browniield buildings similar 1o the Uourthouse. We anlicipate receiving npdated
projections on the value of tax credits available fo this project, project costs, and identifying oplimal approaches for financing the project
in January 2015.

it. Proposed Cleanup Pian- We have an excelleni undersianding of the types and quantiiies of environmenial contaminants present al the
Courthouse, since extensive sampling and quantifieation has already been done here. A Limited Site Survey of Indoor Air Quality was done
by Air Source Technology, Inc. (ASTI) daied Sepiember 20, 2012 to assess mold. A Lead Paint Inspection Report dated July 2012 was
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prepared by the LFUCG Division of Facitities Management. which found high levels of lead in the basement and penthouse of the huilding.
A Lead-Based Paint Risk Assessment Reporl was subsequently prepared by Compliance Technologies, LLL dated August 6, 2012 which
recommended resiricting access 1o the basement and penthouse, and limiting access to the 4h floor te staif enly due to tead hased paint
hazards. An Asbesios Identification Survey and Inspection Report was prepared by the LFUCG Division of Facilities in July 2012 and found
ashestos containing material (ACH) on all floors of the building. Using Lexington's current £EPA Brownfield Program Assessmen! Graut
funds, 2 Phase | environmental site assessment (ESA) for the Courthouse was completed by AMEC Environmgnt and Infrastructure in 2012
using ASTM International's E1527-05 “Standard Practice for Envirenmental Site Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Process.” AMEC also completed a Phase I BSA in 2013 in accordance with ASTM Standard E1903-972002) “Standard Guide for
Environmental Site Assessmenis: Phase I} Environmental Site Assessment Process,”

based on this body of work, AMEC estimales approximately 43,000 square feet is impacted by lead based paint be incinde approximately
6,000 square feet area in the rotunda centaining a mixture of gnano and flaked LBP. There is another 43,000 square fect of building space
poientially impacted by lead dust which may require additional cleaning or removal. LBP was identified in the basement, first floor,
second Hoor, third floor, and the rotunda/penthouse. AMEC estimates approximately 36,000 square feet has ashestos conlaining materials.
Fluorescent light fixtures and (FC containing HVAC equipment are also present but are lesser concerns.

An Analysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives (ABCA) was prepared by AMEC i December 2013 using our current EPA Brownfield
Program Assessment Grant funds. The purpose of the ARCA “cleanup plan”™ was te establish clean up objectives, screen remedial
lechnoiogies, and select the optimal approaches for addressing the identified envirenmental concerns - in effect providing a blaeprint for
cleaning up this building. The ABCA also contained cleanup cosi estimates. Based upon AMEC's evaluation of the technologies, the
recommended remedial alternatives are to (1) remove/abate ACM, remove/abate lead-based paint tha is flaking or has faked off, and
remove/abate guano mixed with lead-based paini; (2) encapsulate lead-based paint that is currenily not flaking or faked or badly
damaged and: {3) discard ceriain mold affected materials. Total cost to address all environmental concerns, including ashesios, lead
based paint, mold, gnano and mechanical electrical and plumbing (MEP) items such as fluorescent Jamps containing mercury and (K
containing equipment, is estimated at $771,290 in the ABCA.

If our application is successful, we plan to use the $208,000 in EPA fands first to remediate lead based paint and guano hazards since
these are the mos! immediale concerns and the hird droppings are comingled with (flaked) fead hased paint chips in the rolunda. Any
remaining EFA grant funds, along wilh ofher sources of funding, will then be used to abate asbestos.

Epon awird, the LFUCG plans to use highly-qualified, experienced, environmental consultail(s) and only qualified coniractors holding the
required licenses will perform abaiement activities and all applicable health and safely vegniatory requirements and envirommental
regulations will also he adhered to including the Endangered Species Act (ESA), National Historic Preservation Ace (NHPA), Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), and National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Polbutants (NESHAP). Al waste generated will
be eharacterized and disposed of in permitted fandfills in accordance with federal EPA regulations, stale Division of Waste regulations,
and local regulations.

I regards \o addressing specific hazards, lead based painl on walls and ceilings that is not Haking, flaked, or heavily damaged wili be
encapsulated with a durable coating system. Lead based paint that has Haked or is flaking, lead based painl mixed with guano, and dust
conltaining lead will be abated and disposed off site. Contractors shall be irained in lead safe work practices and shall follow all
apphicable LBT regulations to include requirements for air sampling and respirator use. Guano in the retunda is mixed with the Haked
lead hased paint and the guano will be removed Jointly with this faked lead-based paint. Simee these two hazards are being abated
together, the same precautions nsed during LBP removal will be used during abatement of guano which will be protective of werkers and
the environmenl. Proper personal protection shafl be maintained at all fimes to protect employees from the biekogical hazard.

Gof 15



[dentified ACK will be abaled (removed). A standardized specification for ahatement will be established for the removal of ashestos
containing materials prior to abatement. Reguired notices will be given 1o the regulatory agencies (such as the Kentucky Bivision of Air
{fuaiity) prior lo abatement.  Proper confainment and health & safety practices will be implemented during removal. Emplovees whe
work with ashestos will be provided with proper personal prolective equipment, as well as the appropriate asbestos removal equipmeni,
training and licensare as appiicable. Asbestos removal will be monitored to ensure that no ashestos is refeased into ambient air. Final air
and other clearance samples will be collecied before re-occupation of abated areas is allowed.

b. Task Descriplion and Budget Detail:

Task Description- To successiully address the environmenial concerns at the Courthouse, action ilems have been grouped under five lasks,
Task 1 1BP Abatement involves abatement/encapsulation/removal, of 43.000 sq 1 of lead based paint and for cleaning or remaoval of
another 45,000 square feet of lead dust impacting the building space. Task 2 Guano Abatement is for remeval of 6,000 sq it of bird
droppings in the robunda. Task 3 is for placement of scaffolding to reach the areas to be abated. Task 4 is the cost of project
management. Task 5 Additional Tasks includes mebilizations, developing abalement specifications, contamment, teardown and
demobilization reporting, and Operations and Maintenance (0&M) Plan. Specific outputs thal we anticipate from this project (using EPA
cleanup grant funds and local funds) are removal and/er encapsulation of 43,000 sq it of lead-based paint, hird droppings, cleaning or
removak of another 45,000 square leet of lead dust impacting the building space and; abatement/removal of 38,000 sq il of ACM. We also
anticipate additional projeet outpuis in that the mercury lamps and CF containing equipment will ulimately be removed- however we
anticipate removal of these MEP systems will be undertaken once the lead based paint, guane and ACM are addressed. As mentioned
above if EPA Brownfield Program grant funds prove insnfficient to address all the environmental concerns, we plan 1o use the fands to
address lead-based paint and bird droppings first since these are the most immediate concerns and seek additional sources of funding (if
needed) to address the ashestos and remaining environmental concerns. We will also ensure that water intrusion is controlled (o prevenl
Lhe reoccurrence of mold) and birds are denied aceess (1o provent reoccurrences of guano) prior to any abatement work.

A hudget for the cleanup grant funds only (fofaling $240.008 including our cost shave) is presented in tabular form below. While AME(
and their subconiracters have expended significant effort to provide the level of budget detail confained i the ABCA, if should be noted
that the costs presented in the ABCA and in the budget table below are estimated costs; actual costs may be higher or lower. Also LFU(G
personnel will not charge administrative or indirect costs (personnel/fringe cosis) to coordinate this grant nor do we anlicipate
purchasing supplies or equipment through this grant which will allow us to use almost alf of the EPA grant funds for contracinal work.
We will comply with procurement procedures contained in 40 €FR 30.48 through 38.48 when confracting services.

Budget Detail
Budget Task 1 LBP Task 2 Guano | Task 3} Task 4 Task 5 Tolals
Categories Abatement Abalement Scafiolding Project Additional Tasks {5]

85,000 sq B [1] | 6,000 sq 01 ]2] | Placement [3; : Management [4]
Travel -§4,000 -$4.,000
Contractual -§102,090 -$26,400 -§44.550 -520,960 -§42,000 -$236,000
Sublofals SH2,090 -$26,400 -§44,550 -$20,960 -$46.000 -§240,000
Federal +§102,09 +526,408 +§44.550 +520,960 +356,000 +§200,080
Cost Share [61 +§40,000 +8§40,000
Difference §0 50 30 30 30 30

Notes: {1} The amount budgeted is for removal and/or encapsulation of 43,000 sq ft of lead-based paint and for cleaning or removal of
another 45,000 square feet of lead dust impacting the building space. 2] Bird droppings will be removed concurrently with Jead based
paint to minimize costs. [3] Once placed, scatfolding will be used for both lead hased paint and guane abalement lo reduce costs. [4)
Project management costs incinde management, clearance festing and oversight. [5] Additional tasks inciudes travel costs ($4,000) for
LFUCG personnel 1o attend national EPA Brownfield Program confercnces as we anticipate this will be a condifion of this grant,
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mobilization costs (33,000), developing abatement specifications ($14,000), containment, teardown and demobilization (§5,000), reporting
(815,000, and Operations and Maintenance (0&M) Plan (85,000). [6] Dur Urban County Council has earmarked $40,000 in LFUCG funds for
our grant maich viz a Becember 4, 2014 Council resolution - resolution # 687-2014 is altached to our application. |

¢. Ability to Leverage- While financing a significant redevelopment project like this can be challenging, we believe we will be able to use
the requested cleanap granl funds to leverage additional funds. Indeed leveraging is going on already - in October 2013 our Urhan Connty
Council voted to spend $250,000 on pre-development work al the Courthouse; at least $40,000 of this $250,000 will be used as our mack
should we be selected to Teceive an EPA cleanup grant per Council resolution # 687-2014. Pius $300,000 more was budgeted for
stabilization work al the (ourthouse by our City Louncil in October of 2013 (Council budget ordinance 70-2013). And just recently in
November 2014 the City Council voted unanimously lo set aside $450.00¢ in additional LFUCG funds to address issues identified during the
condition assessment {structural study) of the Oid Fayette Connty courthouse Council budget ordinance peading). The EPA Brownfield
Program cleanup grant we are seeking is particularly imporiant 1o our efforts, since eliminating the identified environmental concerns is
the key to moving forward. The Kentucky Department for Environmental Protection (DEP) also received a 2012 federal EPA Browniields
Program revolving ioan hund grant for §358,000 frem which DEP plans 1o provide loans and subgranis 1o support cleanup activities for
contaminated sites i 2015, We will also make application for these grant funds once they become available. And the available tax credits
mentioned earlier (TIF, New Market, Historic, efc) will be heavily leveraged and should constitute at least 4 to 5 million in funds. We are
working wilh financial firms experienced in brownfield redevelopment now to make sure we identify all opporiunities and leverage the
maximum amount possible.

3. Community Engagement and Partnershing

i Community Involvement- We recognize that this is 2 bold project, and 1o be snccessiul, the entive community will need to be involved.
Community involvement is critical if we want Lexingion cifizens to embrace this project. Should we be awarded this cleanup grant, we
will use all means of communication at our disposal both 1o educale citizens about the project and 1o give cilizens a chance to become
involved. Visioning sessions will be held which the Kentucky Division of Compliance Assistance has agreed to lead. Stakeholder groups
will be formed. We will reach out to downtown neighborhood asseciations and of course the target community as well as the Lexingfon
Farmers Markel. There will be press releases and newspaper articles (to inchuding multilingnal release in such publications as the
Spanish la Voz newspaper), emails, and web updales on our goals, our progress, and our accomplishments. We will also post door
hangers and hand out flyers. Although we de not anticipate clean up activities will result in any disruptions er pose any health and safety
issnes since these will be conducted entively within a (secnre) vacan! building, there will be additional public hearings held on the
cleanip plan toveceive input from eur citizenry and additional presentations to community groups (io include the target community and
sensitive populations). Finally the Lexington Depariment of Environmental {ualily and Public Works will provide timely updates to the
Urbag County Council (the local government’s legisiative branch) on the project’s progress which will be tefevised.

b. Partnerships with Governmental Agencies [f awarded this grant the LFUCG, as the Cooperative Agreement Recipient, will of comrse
work very closely with the federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to ensure this brownficd cleanup grani is successfully
administered. The LFUEG also has the full support of the Kentucky Depariment of Environmenial Protection. This state agency will have
regulatory authority over abalement activities and also administers Kentaeky's brownfields program through the Bivision of Compliance
Assistance (DCA). A felter of support dated October 29, 2014 from the state brownfields coordinator, ¥r. Herb Petitiean, is included in this
application.  The JHA fras been exivemely helpful 1o the LFUTG by providing supporl in developing the LFU(G curren! {successtul)
browniields assessment grant program and has met with us on several occasions to discuss cleannp of the Courthouse project already.
Additionally, we are inclnding a second letter from the Kentucky State (learinghouse (also daled Gctober 29, 2014) reaffirming their
recommendation thal eur curreni brownfields cleanup grani application “be approved for assistance by the cognizant iederal agency.”
The Kentucky Heritage Council State Historic Preservation Office coordinates the federally mandaied protection of historic properties listed
tir or efigible for the National Register of Historic Places, as weil as the professional archaeology component for the agency. Section 106 of
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the National Historic Preservation Act (NHP4) of 1966 reqnires federal agencies Lo consider the efiect of their activities on properties fisted
oF determined efigible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. We will work closely wilh the Kentueky Heritage Council
State Historic Preservation Office as well as the LFI(G Division of Historic Preservation to ensure significant historic aitributes of the
{ourthonse are profecied during clean up and redevelopment activities.

¢. Parinerships with Commanity Organizations- For a project of this magnilude and importance, we will be parinering with many
comnpenty organizations, seme of these are briefly discussed here. The Lexington Downlown Develepment Authority (BBA4) promotes the
physical and economic development of downtown through catalvtic projects, public infrastructure, neighborhood reinvestment, and
research and planning. For this projeci, DDA will lead efforts to identify potential private sector partuers, coordinate efforts to redevelop
the Courthouse, and identily financing possibilities. They will also provide our local match (using EFECG funds earmarked for
redevelopment of the Gourthouse) should our application be selecied for fnnding. The Courthonse Syuare Foundation is a nenprofil group
founded in 2000 specifically to raise funds for the vesioration of the (onrthouse. In addition lo assisting with fund raising efforts, this
organization will assist the DDA and continue their efforts te educate the public on the significance of this historic siructare. Downiown
Lexington Corporation (BLC) is an independent, non-profit organization devoted to promoting downiown as a unique and vibrant place in
lesinglon for business, residential life & enteriainment. DEC produces free events for the entire community to include the popnlar
Thursday Night Live! street concert series at Courthouse Square. For this grani, ILC will promote redevelopment opportunities at the
Courthouse to their members and will work to expand public use of the courthonse square as well as serve on task forces and advisory
commitiees. The lexinglon Farmers Market is 4 member-owned agriculiurai e(}ope'mtive and one of Kenlueky's premiere farmers
markels. The Farmers Markel is held immediately adjacent to and even on the Courlhouse grounds and has been adversely impacted by
the closing of the Courthouse. The Market promises 1o educale and advocate on behali of our redovelopment efforts and promote the
brownlield program. The Fayette Alliance is a land-use advocacy organization that promotes sustainable growth and preservation of
Lexinglon’s signature Bluegrass landscape. Tie Aliiance encourages infill redevelopment as 2 component lo achieving economic growth
and environmental quality. The Alliance represenis cilizems from the enlire community, with significant representation irom
lhoroughbred horse farm owners, Lexington’s signaiure industry. For this project, the Alliance will contizue o promote Lexinglon infil
and redevelopment efforts which are pivolal {0 redeveloping the Courthouse. ‘

4. Project Benefils

a. Hlealih and/or Welfare and Environment-

i. Heakth and/or Wellare Benefits- One key outcome of this project will be protection of public heatth and welfare. The health and welfare
of the public will be enhanced in numerous ways. Health concerns (lead based exposure, ete) will be eliminated for visilors (o the
(ourthouse (such as patrons of lhe former History Museum)- this is especially important for sensitive populations such as pregnanl
womet, children and the elderly. Also the potential life safety concerns posed by the basement and balcony structural issues discussed
earlier in our application will he eliminated. As noted the building currently contains lead based paint dust, guano, and ashestos, Should
the building be damaged in a severe storm, fire, or just suffer demolition by neglect, these conlaminanis would be released inte the
environment and harm public health. As an example bird guano can cause histoplasmosis, which is an infectious disease caused by
inlialing the spores of a fungus called Histoplasma capsulalom. Dusts containing H. capsulabum spores can be aevosolized during
construction, excavation, or demolition. Once airborne, spores car be carried easily by wind currents over long distances. Such
contaminated airborne dusts can cause infections net only in persons at a work site, bul also in olhers nearby. Additionally reopening the
Courthouse will make it easier for the targeled communily and indeed our entire community o access fresh healthy food, which FPA
states is # desired equitable development outcome. As mentioned previously prior 1o closure the Courtheuse was used in support of the
vear round Leximgion Farmers Market. The building was the primary restroom facility for the farmers markel and provided running
waler allowed for optimal sanitation. And in the Summer of 2014, the area between the courthouse and Short Siree! was condemned due
to the structural issues forcing those market members to relocate to new areas. All of the uncerfainty presently surrounding the
Courthouse makes it exceedingly difficult for the market o operate and makes remaining in this location long-term a less atiractive option
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for the farmers markel. Should the farmers market ¢lose the target community would be wnable to access fresh healthy food as Lexingon,
like most towns, does not have grocery siores of significanl size in the downlown area-in effect creating a “food deserl.”  Additionally,
when the {ourthouse is successfully redeveloped, there will be increased job opporlunities which may help improve economic conditions
which in turn will improve healih conditions. Finally we envision the redeveloped wili be a livable {ever ehanging) museum with an
open main Hoor, galleries, and public exhibit spaces- this will open a myriad of educational opportunities for the targel neishhorhoods
and the public at large.

ii. Environmenial Benefits- 4 second key outcome of this project will be protection of the Environment. As mentioned previously the
project will yield environmental benefits in thal infil/redevelopment projecis like this reduce the pressure Lo open our rural areas for
development. This project will also incorperate green building designs such as a geothermal HVAC system that will reduce carbon
enissions.

b. Environmental Benefits from Infrastructure Reuse/Sustainable Reuse

i}. Planning, Policies or Other Tools. We believe Lexington is somewhai uniqne in thai one of the responsibilities our local government is
specifically charged with under section 3.02 of our Code of Ordinances is to “provide for the redevelopment, renewal or rehabilitation of
Blighted, deterioraled. or diapidated areas.” One of the main tools we have for prometing sustainable development is Lexington's
Comprehensive Plan which governs how and where we grow. The 2013 Comprehensive Plan focuses heavily on promoling sustainability
and livability entcomes. Notably the 2013 Comp Plan retains our current Urban Service Boundary which requires us to effectively grow in
and not oul - promoling infill and redevelopment. Additionally, Lexington’s zoning regulations promole sustainable practices by offering
an additional tool - increased flexibility in redevelopment plans for projects thal qualify as an Adaptive Rense Project. To qualifv as an
Adaptive Reuse Project, property owners must reuse existing buildings. provide a threshold amount of community henefits, and further
the purposes of Lexington’s Comprehensive Plan. This is designed io encourage developers io utilize many “green” best practices as they
redevelop these properties such as reusing baildings, using existing infrastructure, making buildings more energy efficient, and nsing
demolition materials for beneficial purposes.  Although redevelopment plans have not been finalized for eur propesed project, we will
(of course) be breathing mew life into an existing building and we anticipate this project will qualify as an Adaptive Reuse Project. We
will alse incorporate green building measures into the restoration of this high profile building. As an example we plan to heat and cool
the renovated building using a geothermal system and an engineering firm has already estimated the number of geothermal wells needed.

ii). Integrating Equitable Development or Livability Principles- This project is the rare project that will produce many Sustainable and
Equitable Development owicomes. Redeveloping the Gourthouse will provide new job opportunities during abatement, renovation and
alterwards during operation; provide commercial opportunilies through Jeasing of space and threugh being 2 “destination” and; provide
open space amenities (greenspace) to existing neighborhoods throngh programming of the Conrthouse grounds. Plus the project will help
improve resident’s access to healthy and affordable food (through expanded Farmers Market), help mitigate environmental conditions,
reduce blight, and retain residents who have historically lived in the target area. This project is also suppertive of the “support existing
communities” EPA/HUD/ DOT fivability principle as we will be using federal funds te: {1} increase commumity revitalization as the
redeveloped courthouse will be the catalyst the target community needs for a larger revitafization; (2) improve the efficiency of public
works projects by directing development to the dewntown area where the existing public infrastructure is strong and operates most
efficiently; (3) perform a vedevelopment project which helps safeguard our rural areas by reducing the pressure 1o expand our existing
urhan service houndary inte the rural areas.

¢. Economic and Commumily Benefits

(i} Economic or Other Benefits- Cleaning up and redeveloping the Courthouse will offer a myriad of positive outcomes for eur community,
both economically and non-economically. On the econemic side, the public/private project envisioned will provide jobs as new
emplovees will be hired, increase our lax base, stimulate our economy, increase tourism, and turn what is now a drain en municipal
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budgets into an assef. On the non-economic side, the Courthouse will provide educational opportunities as an ever changing musewm and
public art gallery, a higher (public) use for the greenspace in the courthouse square, and inereased access to fresh foed by facilitating
lexington Farmers Market operations.

(i) Job Creation Polenlial- We anticipale imcreasing new job opportunities will be one of the significant owtcomes of this project,
especially since 1his project could be transformative for our downtown area. If this underutilized property were 1o bg developed fo its full
potential (most likely through a public private partnership), it would create a significant mumber of jobs and serve as a catalyst for the
entire area. The cleannp alone shoukd take at Jeast 3 months to complete, requiring thousands of werk hours and generating an estimated
15 10 20 jobs. Once the Courthouse project is complele, we anticipale that at least 15 vear-round jobs and another dozen seasonal jobs
will De- created based on the project team’s experience with similar projects. To ensure his is the case, the LFUCG will consider the
degree of local employment 1o be provided By the person(s) or firm(s) that respond io our clean up and redevelopment RFPs (requests for
proposals. We will also strive lo nse procurement practices that promote local hiring wherever possible within the constraints of our
local procurement processes and also work with erganizations such as our local Worldoree Investment Board/Bluegrass Area Bevelopment
District te identify wavs ko hire localiy.

3. Programmatic Capability and Past Performance

4. Programmatic Capability- The Urban County Government has a history of suceessfully managing and performing grani-funded activities
to include EPA Brownfield Program assessment grants. The Urban County Government’s staff will administer this clean up grant and will
have responsibility for the financial management, coniracting, consullant/contractor selection and oversighl, and all reporting functions
with the Bivision of Environmental Services having overall management responsibility.  The Urban County Governmeni uses fund
accounting for financial managemeni of all federal funds in accordance witk OM Cirevlar 4102, “Grants and Cooperative Agreements
with Stale and Local bovernments.” Established procedures are in place to provide separale financial records for each project for the
purpose of identifying the source and use of grant funds. All expenses are fully supported by source documeniation. The Grban Connty
bovernment has lhree divisions that interact to ensure compliance with regulations. Our Division of Grants and Special Programs serves
as the centralized grants management unil jor all iederal and state grants for purposes of monitoring allowable costs and to ensure timely
programmalic and financial reperting. Our Division of Accounting maintains the general accounting system and is respousible for paying
all invoices. This Division has responsibility for reviewing and approving financial reports prepared by the Bivision of Grants and Special
Programs. Our fiwision of {entral Purchasing is responsible for all major purchases for the Urban County Government. This Division has
responsibility for ensuring that the procurement regulations are mel as well as the federal procuremenl provisions contained in 40 CFR
Fart 31 In 2006, the Urban County Government began implementation of an Enterprise Resource Planning svstem based on Oracle
FeopleSoft version 8.9, with the goal of integrating all information systems and business processes. The Projecis/Granis module was
faunched July 1, 2009 and is the principal tool used to irack and moniter financial progress under the grant.

Tom Webb, Environmentat Initiatives Program Manager St. in the Division of Environmental Services will be the Project Manager for the
graml. Mr. Wehb has spent his entire professtonal career in the environmental field. He joined the City of Lexington in july of 1993 and
hias worked on LFUCG and community environmental issues ever since. First as Environmental Services Program Manager, then as the
City’s Environmental Compliance Coordinator, and finafly in his current position as the {ity's Environmendal fnitialives Program Manager
Senior. Since joining the LFUCG, he has been responsible for successfully administering federal programmatic grants including LRUCK's
$400,800 EPA Browniield Program Assessment Grant which ended in September 2014 and Lexinglon’s 2.7 million dollar Energy Efficiency
and Conservaiion Biock Grant. Prior 1o jeining the LFUEG he worked as an environmental consultant. Mr. Webb is a Ceriified Professional
Geologist in the Commonwealth of Kentucky and 4 Certified Hazardous Materials Manager. The Project Manager will work closely with the
assigned Grant Manager within the Bivision of Granis and Special Programs to moniter the financial and reporfing aspecis of the grant.
The Grant Manager has been trained in grant reporting requirements and has 26 vears of experience successfully managing granis for the
Urhan County Governmenl. Also, Lexingion has crealed the position of “Infill and Redevelopment Facililator”, a senior level position in
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the Division of Planming to help shepherd developers throngh the local process and to make recommendations regarding improvements to
the overall growth management system to promote infill and redevelopment. Developers of the Courthouse will have the epportunity io
work directly with this pesition i order 1o identily potential issues and to ensure thal the development process will go as smoothly as
passible.

The Urban County Government expects to retain the services of 2 qualified environmental consulting firm 1o perform the lechnical wark
and abatement work for the clean up grant. The consulting firm will be selected using a competitive procurement qualification-hased
process thal conplies with the provisions of 40 CFR Part 31.36.

b. Audit Findings Descriplinn of Adverse Audit Findings

The Smgle Audit Report under OMB cireular A-133 for the vear ended June 30, 2013 includes findings and questioned costs for federal
awards summarized as lollows: 201304 Censns data was incorrectly caleulated for_the (ommunity Griented Policing Services Grant,
resulting in inefigible amounts heing claimed for reimbursement.

Summary: The Government incorrectly overstated the number of officers that eould be claimed for reimbursement for two pay periods,
resilting in questioned costs of $21,060. The Government has reviewed the amounts claimed and has made the necessary corrections,
The Government has also amended its pracess bo ensure that future submittals are correct.

¢. Past Performance and Accomplishments

i). Currently or Has Ever Received an EPA Brownfields Program Grani. The Lexinglon-Fayette Urban County Government received a
$200,000 EPA FY 2010 Browniields Petrolewm Assessment Gramt in July of 2010 and a $200,000 EPA FY 2011 Browniields Hazardous
Substances Assessment Grant in July of 2011, under Cooperative Agreement Number BF-95461610-1.

1). We are currently compliant with the terms of these granis and have made sufficient progress as defined by the EPA.  The assessment
grand period ended Seplember 30, 2014 and all of the 5400,000 in EPA Brownfield Program assessment grant funds have been successtully
expended. Our final MBE/WBE reporl, (narterly Report and Federal Financial Report have all been submitted and we are now preparing
 final performance (close out) report that will be submitted by the end of our assessment grant reporting peried (Uecember 30, 2014).

2). Atotal of 15 properties participaied in our EPA brownfield assessment grant program. Phase | ESAs were completed al all of these
sites so one notable oulput is the assessment of 15 properties. Phase Il ESAs were compleled at 9 of these properties, our second outpu.
Analysis of Brownfield Cieanup Alternatives were complefed for six properties; this being our third outpul. All of these outputs and
outcomes have heen recorded in ACRES reporting system as required by the terms of our assessment granis,



APPENDIX A THRESHOLD CRITERIA



Lexingion Fayeiie Urban County Government, Lexingion, Kenluciy
Browniield (leanup Grant Narrative Proposal
215 West Main Street, Lexington, KY
THRESHOLI: CRITERIA FOR CLEANUP GRANTS
1. Applicani Eligibility
a. Hligible Entity
The Lexington-Fayelle Urban County Governmenl (LFUCG) is @ merged city-connty government in the Commonweallh of
Kentucky and is defined by EPA and 40 (FR Part 31 as 2 general-purpose unit of local government and therefore is eligible for
this granl.

b. Site Owaership
The Leximgton-Fayette Urhan County Government is the sole owner of the Ofd Courthouse building located at 215 Wesi Main
Street, Lexington, KY where clean up will occar.

2. Letier from the State or Tribal Environmental Anthority

A lelter dated October 29, 2014 irem Mr. Herber! Pelitjean, Brownfield Coordinater with the Kemtucky Department of
Environmental Protection, Division of {ompliance Assislance acknowledging their support of Lexington's cleanup grant
application is included as an attachment as well as an Dclober 29, 2014 “clearing honse review letter” from the Kentucky
Bepartment for Local Government.

3. Site Eligibility and Property Ownership Hligihility

Siie Eligibility

a. Basie Site Information:

Our cleanup grant application is for the 01¢ Courthouse focated at 215 West Main Streel, Lexington, KY 40508. The Lexingion-
Fayette Trban Counly Government is the {sole) curvent owner of the site.

b. Stains and Hisiory of {oniamination at the Site
() Hazardous subsiances are the concern at this site.

(b} Our cleanup grant application is for the former Favetie Connty {ourthouse which is now vacant due to environmental
coneerns. The Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government is the sole ovwner of this landmark building and the 0.9 acre tract
it is sitvated on, as this tracl was platted as the public square in 1780. The “03d Courthouse™ is located at 215 West Main Street
in the courthouse square and sits in the hearl of owr downsown. This beantiful 55,000 square feet 4-story stone Cruciform-plan
building, in the shape of a Greek cross, is constructed in Richardsonian Romanesque architectural style and has a domed clock
lower. This hwilding, the pride of our community, was originally constructed in 1898 and served as owr community’s
courthouse for over a cendury, until 2 modern conrthouse complex was completed in 2002, This Conrthouse was then used as
museun: space and to help facilitate Lexinglon Farmer’s Market operations amtil Seplember 2012 when environmental issnes
forced the implemeniation of institutional contrels lo limil exposure of workers and the public to lead-based painl. This i
effect resulied in a cessation of all eperations and the Lexington History Museum, the Lexington Pubkic Safely Museum, and the
Lexington Renaissance Pharmacy Museum were asked to remove their exhibils. The Courthouse remains closed to the public to
this day.



Although the 01d Courthouse is now shuttered, the City is still maintaining this stracture using faxpavers’ funds. The building
has been secured, we are mainlaining HVAC systems and providing ventilation, and lighting is being provided. In October
2013 onr Lrban County Council voied to pass an ordinance to spend $250,000 on pre-development work at the 01d Courthouse.
Plus $300,000 more was budgeied for stabilization work at the Old Courthouse through €ity Couneil ordinance (also in Oelober
of 2013). And in November 2014 the City €anncil voled unamimouslty to spend $456,000 in additional LFUCG funds to address
struclural issues identified during the condition assessment (structural study) of the 01d Favelte County Courthouse. Il is
important to note thal, if the building is not returned to productive use in the near {uture, it may hecome necessary lo
“mothball” the building. lomprehensive mothballing programs are generally expensive and may eost 10% or more of a modest
rehabililation hudget (Nationat Parks Services Technicol Preservation Bulletin 31 Hothballing Historic Buildings). Mothballing
such a fandmark building in the heart of downiown would be a poster child for community disinvesiment and blight and
would be a continuing drain on municipal resources. Pins there is a real cost in delaying, as we expscl to enconnier annual
escalation rates of 4% to 5 %.

" {c) The presence of lead based paini (LBP) was the initial environmental concern raised and was the original driver for
“shutiering” the Courthouse in 2012. However after being shutlered, the Old Courthouse was assessed through Lexington's
current EPA Brownileld Program Assessment brant. A Phase If ESA was performed at the 0id {ourthouse in Seplember 2013
and an ABCA prepared in January 2014 both under Lexington’s existing Brownfield Program Assessment Grant ({ooperative
Agreement BF-5461610-1). In addition to lead-based paind, asbestos conlaining materials, mold, and bird dreppings (guane}
were confirmed to be present al the Courthouse during the hase If environmental site assessment (ESA).  Fluorescent light
fixtures containing mercury and CFC containing HVAC equipment are also present. A dvafl Amalysis of Brownfield Cleanup
Aliernatives (ABCA} was then developed io cvaluate cleanup options fer this building, alse using our current brownfield
assessmenl grand funding- the ABEA is attached to this application.

(@) We feel it is imporiant o noie the site did not “hecome contaminated” through improper disposal of hazardous subsiances
o the site. Rathes, the building is being impacied by envirenmenial concerns cansed by the presence of building materials
commionly nsed in past copsiruction throughout the counlry but which we now know pose environmental hazards. Specifically
tead based paint (LB} and asbestos containing maierials (ACM) are the primary environmental concerns at this site and were
used widely in buildings of this age. Based on sampling conducied to date, we estimate approximately 43,000 square feel is
impacted by lead based pain io include approximately 6,000 square feet area in the rotunda containing 2 mixture of gnano and
Haked LBP. There is another 45,000 square feet of building space potentially impacied by lead dust which may require
additional cleaning or removal.  IBP was idemtified in the basememl, first floor, second floor, third floor, and the
rotunda/penthouse.

In regards o ashestos, approximately 38,000 square feel of building space lias asbesios comtaining malerials. ACM was
identilied i the crawlspace, hasement, first fioor, second floor, third floor, fourth fioor and the rotunda. Approximately 320
square feet of visible mold was identified on the firsi floor, a lesser concern.

A hazardous materials wventory was alse conducied to determine the number of lamps, ballasts, mercury-containing devices,
chlorofluorocarben (CF()-containing equipment, and polychlorinated hiphenyl (P(B)-containing equipment. AMEC counted a
iofal of approximately 455 fluorescent fight fixiures in the building, each likely having at feast one hallast. No labeled PLB
containing light ballasts were observed. A visual screening survey of equipment within the buildings was condueted fo observe
and document the presence, location, and condition of equipment which may contain (FC refrigerants such as R-11, R-12, and
R-22. Eleven windew air conditioning units and three residential 2 ton air conditioning coil units were observed,



¢. Sites ineligibie for Funding
{a) This sile is nol listed or proposed for listing on the National Prierities List.

{b) This site is not subject to unilateral adminisirative orders, court orders, adminisirative orders on consent, or judicial
eonsent decrees issued o or enfered o by parties under CERCLA,

{¢) This sile is not subject te the jurisdietion, custedy, o control of the United States Government.
(1) This site does not require a properly specific determination.

(&) A Phase | environmental sife assessmeni (ESA) for the Ol fourthouse was completed by AMEC Environmen! and
Infrastrnctuze in 2017 wsing ASTM International's EL32705 "Siandard Practice for Environmental Sife Assessmenis: Fhase |
Environmentat Site Assessment Process.” AMEC also completed a Phase [1 ESA dated 30 September 2013 in accordance with
ASTM Standard E1903-97(2002) “Standard Guide for Environmental Site Assessments; Phase [1 Environmental Site Assessment
Process.” A draft ABCA discussing cleanup options fer the 0ld Courthomse was prepared Jamuary 7, 2014 All of these
docnmenis were prepared under Lexinglow’s existing Brownfield Program Assessment Grant {Cooperative Agveement BF-
93461610-1).

d. Siies Requiring a Property Speciiic Deiermination
This site does not require a properiy-specific determination.

¢. Invirenmental Assessmeni Required for (leanup Proposals

As mentioned in the application, we have 2 verv good understanding of the types and quantities of environmental conlaminants
present al the O01d Courthouse, since exlensive sampling and quantification have already been done here. A Limited Site Survey
of Indoer Air {uality was done by Ajr Source Technology, Inc. (ASTY) dated September 26, 2012 to assess mold. A Lead Pain
Inspection Report dated fuly 2012 was prepared by the EFUCG Division of Facilities Management which found high fevels of lead
in the basement and penthouse of the building. A Lead-Based Paint Risk Assessment Repori was subsequently prepared by
Compliance Technologies, LLL dated August 6, 2012 which recommended resivicting access to the basement and penthouse, and
limiting access 1o the 4th floor io stafl only due to lead based paint hazards. An Asbesios Identification Survey and lnspection
Hepert {dated July 2012) was prepared by the LFUCG Division of Facilities Managemen! which found ashestes containing
material (ALM) on all floors of the hullding.

Using Leximgion’s curent EPA Browniield Program Assessment Grant funds, a Phase I environmental site assessmenl (ESA} for
the G1d Courthouse was completed by AMEC Environment and Inirastructure in 2012 using ASTM international's E1527-05
"Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase [ Environmental Site Assessment Process.” AMEC alse compleled
a Phase H ESA in Seplember 2013 in accordance with ASTH Standard EF903-97(2002) “Standard Guide for Environmental Site
Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process.”

4. Property Dwnership Elioihility

a. (ERCLA Seciion 107 Liability

The LFUCG is not poientialy Hable for contamination ai this siie under CERCLA since we are eligible for one of the (ERCLA
liahility protections or defenses.  Specitically the City of Lexington has owned this properly since the 1786s when ihe properly
this building sils on was plaited as the public square (he “Courthouse Square™). Fayetie County's first three courthouses were
torn down or sold, the fourth burned on May 14, 1897, and the fifth courthouse {the 01d Courtheuse and the subject of cur



grant applicaiion) remains slanding an the foolprint of its fwo immediate predecessors, Construction on the 0ld Courthouse, the
4™ one bailt on this property, began in 1896,

Since ownership of the courthouse square properiy occurred in the 1760°s prior o the finalization of the first ASTY Phase |
standard (May 31, 1997), per EPA gnidance the City is not a potentially responsible party and the site is efigible for a cleanup
grant even though a Phase T environmental site assessment (ESA) meeting the all appropriate inguiries (AAl) requirement was
nol completed prior to ewnership. {uestion 75 of the EPA Brownfield Profram FY 2015 Grant Guidance Frequently Asked
{fuestions document speaks specifically to this issue: “Prior to the enactment of the 2602 Brownfield Amendments, the
standard for AAI contained in CERCLA was that o party musi shew they conducted A4l into the previous ownership and uses of
the property consistent with good commercial or customary practice. This is generally evaluated by looking at commercial or
cuslomary praetice al the time and place the properly was acquired. Depending on the specific circumstances, this may be
anything from a titie search fo a full environmenta! assessment.” As noled in the hook Historic Lexington Heart of the
Bluegrass when the 47 seiflers who formed Lexington signed The Articles of Agreement between the Cilizens of Lexington in
1780, the second resolution they passed called for the town to be laid out in lols and reserved 10 acres for “public uses™ to
inchude the fracl the (14 Courthouse sccupies. The customary praciices in use al the time would have been employed when this
property was platied as a public square for Lexington which is sufficient to demenstrate that the applicant has satisfied AAI
obligations.

b. Enioreement or Other Aciions
There are no known ongoing or anticipated cnvironmental enforcement or other actions related to this hrownfield sie for
whiclt funding is being sought.

c. Information on Liability 2nd Defenses/Protections

i) Information on the Properiy Acqnisition

The ity of Lexingtor acquired ownership of this property in 1780, at the lime Lexington was formed. The 0ld Courthouse
building sits or property that was plalied as the public square (the “Conrthouse Square”) in 1780. The (ity of Lexingion (now
LFUCG) is currently the sole owner of this property (fee simple). Due o the nnusual length of time we have owned this
building, we have had no familial, contractual, corporate or financial relationships or affiliations with any prior owners or
operators.

iiy Timing andfor Contribution Teward Hazardens Substances Bisposal

We feel il is important to note thal disposal of hazardeus substances has not occwrred on this siie and the site did not “become
conlaminated” treugh improper disposal of hazardous substances. Rather, the interior of the building is being impacted by
envirenmental concerns caused by the presence of building malerials commonly used in past construction tiroughout the
comntey but which we now lnow poese environmental hazards. Specifically lead based paint (LBP) and ashestos containing
malerials (ACM) are the primary environmenial concerns at this sife and were used widely in buildings of this age. Based on
samphing conducted to date, we estimate approximately 43,000 syuare feed is impacied by lead based paint. There is another
45,080 square feel of building space potentially impacied hy lead dust which may require additional cleaning or removal. LBP
was identified in the basement, first foor, second foor, third foor, and the rotunda/penthouse. Approximaiely 38,000 square
feed has ashestos confaining materials

Additienal environmental concerns include guano (hird droppings) identified in the rotunda (estimated al 6,000 square feel in
area) and approximaiely 320 square feet of visibie mold on the first lfoor. The guano and meld coneerns are due to natural
processes and ol due to disposal of hazardous subsiances.



A hazardous malerials ventory was also conducted by onr consultamt (AMEC) to determine the number of lamps, hallasts,
mercury-containing devices, chlorofinorocarbon ((FCi-containing equipment, and poiychlorinated biphenyl (PCB)-conaining
equipment. AMEC counted a total of approximalely 455 fluorescent light fixiures in the building, cach iikely having al least one
ballast. No labeled PEB containing light hallasts were observed. 4 visual screening survey of equipmeni within the buildings
was conducted to observe and document the presence, location, and condition of equipment which may confain (FC refrigerants
such as B-11, 12, and R-22. Eleven window air conditioning units and three residential 2 ton air conditioning coil units were
observed. The presence of this lighling and HVAC equipment, which may contain substances thal could be hazardous if
released into the enviromment, las nol resulted in any releases. Showld this equipment he removed during redevelopment of
the O1d Courthouse, care will be taken to ensure this equipment is managed in accordasce with applicable environmental
regulations to prevent releases of hazardous substances.

iii) Pre-Purchase Inguiry

The LFUCS is not potentially liable for contamination al this site under CERCLA since we are eligible for one of the CERCLA
liability protections or defenses.  Specifically the City of Lexington has owned this property since the 1700s and the property
this building sits on was platied as the pubic square (the “Courthowse Square”) in 1780, Favelte County's first three
courthouses were lorn down or sold, the Tourth burned on May 14, 1897, and the fifth conrthouse (the 0ld Courthouse and the
snbject of onr grant application) remains standing on the footprint of its two immediate predecessors. Constraction on the 0ld
{ourthouse began in 1898,

Since ownership of the conrthouse square property ocewved in the 1700°s prior to e finalizalion of the first ASTM Phase |
standard (May 31, 1997) per EPA guidance the €ty is not a pefeniially responsible party and the site is eligible for a cleanuy
granl even though a Phase [ environmental site assessment (ESA) meeting the all appropriate inquiries (AAl) requirement was
not completed prior o ownership. (uestion 75 of the EPA Brownfield Program FY 2015 Grant Guidance Frequently Asked
{uestions document speaks specifically to this issue: “Prior o the enactment of the 2002 Brownfield Amendments, the
standard for AAI contained in CERCLA was that a party must show they conducted AAI inlo the previous ownership and uses of
the property consisient with good commercial or customary practice, This is generally evaluated by looking at commercial or
customary practice at the time and place the property was acquired. lepending on the specific circumstances, this may be
anvihing from o title search lo q full environmental assessment.” Lexinglon would have used the customary practices when
origmally obtaiming the courthouse property which is sufficient to demonstraie thai the applicant has satisfied AAI obligations.
As noted in the book Historic Lexington Heari of the Bluegrass when the 47 seltlers who formed Lexington signed The Articles
of Agreement belween the {ilizens of Lexington in 1780, the second resolution they passed called for the town to be laid out in
lots and reserved 10 acres for “public uses” to include the tract the 01d fourthouse oceupies. The enstomary practices in use at
the time would have been empioyed when this property was platted as & public square for Lexinglon which is suificient io
demonstraie that the applicani has satisfied Al obligations.

We have made inquiries info previous ownership, uses of the property, and environmental conditions prior 1o eur ownership.
Specifically a Phase | envirommental sile assessment (ESA} for the 01d fourthonse was completed for the LFUCE hy AMEC
Environment and Inirastructure in 2012 using ASTM Infernatiomal's E1527-05 "Standard Praclice for Environmental Site
Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site Assessment Process.” AMEC personnel Bob Money and Tom Reed performed the Phase
I Environmental Site Assessment and these individuals meel the definition of “qualified environmental projessionals™ as
attested by the following statement included in the Phase 1 ESA: “1 dectare that, to the best of my professional knowledge and
belief, 1 meet the definition of Environmental professional as defired in 40 CFR Part 312. 1 have the specific qualifications
based on education, Iraining, and experience to assess ¢ property of the nalure, history, and setting of the subject propery, I
have developed and performed the all appropriale inquiries in conformance with the standards and praciices set forth in 40
(Fft Part 312.7 Bob Money and Tom Reed are both Prefessional Geolagists.



AMEC also compleied a Phase 11 ESA daied 30 September 2013 in accordance with ASTH Standard E1903-97(2002) “Standard
fruide for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment Process.” A draft ABCA discussing cleanup
aptions for the O1d Courthouse was alse prepared by AMEC on January 7, 2014. All of these documents were prepared under
Lexington’s exisling Brownfield Program Assessment Grant (Cooperative Agreement BF-95461610-1).

iv) Post-Acquisition Uses

Our cleamup grant application is for the former Fayetie County Courthouse which is now vacam due te environmental concerns.
“ The Lexinglon-Fayette Urban County Government is the sole owner of this landmark building and the 0.96 acre fract il is

situated on, knewn as Courthonse Square, at 215 West Main Street.

This site has been used for public space since the public square was platted at this location in 1780. According to
www.Kaintuckeean.com the first schoolhonse in Kentucky was built on this site in 1783; in subsequent years four mere of our
commupity’s courlhouses were buill on this site. Fayette Counly's first three courthonses weve forn down or sold, the fourth
burned on May 14, 1897, and the fifth courthouse (the 0} Courthouse and the subject of onr grant application) remains
standing on the foolprint of ils lwo immediale predecessors. Constraction on the 0ld Courthouse, the 4" one built on this
property, began in 1698, The 0ld Courthonse then served as our community’s courthonse for over a century, wntil a modern
courthouse complex was completed in 2002 on a different parcel of land. This Courlhouse was then used as musewm space and
to hefp facilitate Lexington Farmer's Markel operations wntil September 2012 when environmental issues forced the
implemestation of institutional controls to limit exposnre of workers and the public to lead-based painl. This in effec resulted
in 2 cessation of all eperations and the Lexington History Museum, the Lexinglon Public Safety Museum, and the lexington
Renaissance Pharmacy Musewm were asked to remove their exhibits. The Conrthouse remains closed to the public to this day.

v) (onlinning Obligations

The LFUC has exercised appropriate care with respect to hazardous substances. As evidence of this, we submit the fellowing
mformation. Once the LFG(G became aware of lead based paint concerns, the LEUCG took steps 1o stop any continuing releases,
prevent threatened releases, and prevent or limit exposure to any previonsly released hazardous substances. Specific steps
included: cessation of musewm operations: implementation of institutiona! controls for LFUCG Operations and Mainienance
personnel that maintain the building; restricting access o Operations and Maintenance employees only, preparation of a Siie
Safety Plan, optimizing BVAC systems fo Hmit the spread of lead based paint dust, and sampling to determine condition of the
building and the exient of environmenial concerns. A iimited Site Survey of Indoor Air (uality was done by Air Souree
Technolegy, Inc. (ASTH dated September 20, 2012 to assess mold. A Lead Paint Inspection Report dated July 2012 was
prepared by the LFUCG Division of Facilities Management which found high levels of lead in the basement and penthouse of the
building, A lead-Based Paini Risk Assessment Report was subscquently prepared by (ompliance Technolegies, LLC dated
August 6, 2012 which recommended restriciing aceess i the basement and penthouse, and Hmiling access to the 4th floor to
stall only due ie lead based painl hazards. An Asbestos Identification Survey and Inspection Report was preparcd by the LFUCS
Bivision of Facilities Management dated July 2012 which found ashestos containing maerial (ACH) on all fioors of the building.

As turther evidence, although the Old Courthouse is now shuttered. the City is still maintaining this stracture using taxpayers’
funds. The building has heen secured, we are maintaining HVAC systems and providing ventilation, and fighting is being
provided. in Oclober 2013 our Urban County Council voted to spead §250,000 on pre-deveiopment (engineering, architectural
design and environmental) work af the 0ld Courthouse. Plus §360,000 more was budgeted for siabilization work at the 0ld
Courthiouse by our tity Council aiso in October of 2013. And in November 2014 the City Couneil voted wnanimonsly o spend
§450,000 in additional LFOCG funds to address sirnctural issues identified during the condition assessment {structural study) of
Lhe Ol Fayetie Counly Conrthouse. All of these funds were committed via passing of Council ordinances.



The LFECG confirms owr commitment te comply with all land use resirictions and controls; assist and cooperale with those
periorming the cleanup and provide access to the property; comply with all information requests and administrative subpoenas
that have or may be isswed in connection with the property and; provide all legally required notices.

4) Cieanup Authority and Overall Structure

) The LFUCG has the full support of the Kentucky Department of Environmental Protection. This state agency will have
regulatory authority over abalement activities and adminisiers its brownfields program throngh the Division of Comphiance
Assistance (BCA). This site will be enrolled in the Kentucky state response program. We will comply with all fedoral and state
laws and ensure that clean wp aclivities protect human kealth and the environment.

The trban County Government has a history of successtully managing and performing work i accordance with our grants. The
Urban County Government’s staif wili administer this clean up grant and will have responsibility for the financial management,
contraciing, consultani/coniracior selection and oversighl, and all reporting functions with the Division of Environmental
Services having overall management responsibility.

The Urban Cotnty Gevernment uses fund accounting for financial management of all federal funds in accordance with OMB
Circalar A-102, “6Grants and Cooperative Agreements with State and Local Governments.” Established procedures are in piace
to provide separate financial records for each project for the purpose of identifving the source and use of grant funds. AR
expenses are fully supporled by source documeniation. The Urban Cownty Government's Department of Fimance and
Adminisiralion has three divisions ihat interact to emsure compliance with regulations. Our Division of Community
Development serves as the centralized granl managemeni unii for all federal and stale grants for purposes of monitoring
allowable cosis and io ensare tmely programmatic and financial reporting. Owr Hivision of Accounting maintains the general
accounting system and is respensible for paying all inveices. This Bivision has responsibility for reviewing and approving
{imancial reports prepared by the Division of Community Developmenl. Gur Division of (entral Purchasing is responsible for all
major purchases for the Urban (ounty Government. This Division has responsibility for ensmring that the procurement
regulations are met as well as the federal precurement provisions contained in 40 (FR Part 31. In 2080, the Urban County
Government began implementation of an Enterprise Resource Planning system based on Oracle PeopleSofl version 8.9, with the
goal of inlegrating ail information systems and business processes. The Projects/6rants modaie was launched july 1, 2009 and
will be the principal tool used io track and monilor progress under the granl.

Tom Webb, Environmental Initiaiives Program Manager Sr. in the Division of Environmental Policy will be the Project Manager
for the grant. M. Webb has spent his entire professional career in the environmental field. He joined the City of Lexinglon in
July of 1995 and has worked on LFUCG and community environmenial issues ever since. First as the Envivonmental Services
Program Manager, then as the (ity’s (first) Environmental Compliance (eordinator, and finally in his current position as the
ity’s (first) fnvironmental Initiatives Program Manager Sr. Since joining the LFUCG, he has been responsible for snccesshully
administering several federal programmaiic gramfs including Lexingion's curreni $400,006 EPA Brownfield Program
Assessment Grants and Lexington’s 2.7 million dollar Evergy Efficiency and Comservation Block Grani. Prior to joining the
LFUCG ke worked as an environmenial consultant. Mr. Webb is a Cerfified Professional Geologist in the Commonwealth of
Kentucky an a Certified Hazardous Materials Manager.

The Project Manager will work closely with the assigned Grant Manager within the Division of Community Development to
monitor the fimancial and reporiing aspects of the grant. The Grant Mazager has been tfrained in grant reporting requiremesnts
and has 20 years of experience suceessfully managing grants for the Urban Connty Government.



The trban County Government espects to retain the services of a gquakified environmental consuling firm te perform the
techmical work and abalement work for the clean up granl. The consulting firm will be selecied using 2 compelitive
procurement qualification-based process that complies with the provisions of 40 (FR Par1 31.36. The successful consulting firm
will have the followirg minimum qualifications: demonsirated thorough knowledge of Kentucky’s Voluntary Envireumental
Remediation Program and a history of successinily compleiing brownfield cleanup and redevelopment projecis and meeting
EPA Brownfield Program grant requiremenis.

&
b} Sinee clean up activities will occur eniirely inside the (3d Courlhouse building and the sile is farge enongh lo slage
equipment on, we de not anlicipate any impacts to other propertics and will not need 1o seek access io other properties.

5. Cost Share
a) Statutory Cost Share

iy In Gctober 2013 our Urban County Council voled ie spend 3230,000 on pre-development work at the 0id Courthouse to
include environmental work; $40,000 of this $250,000 will be used as our maich should we be selected to receive an EPA
cleamap granl. This in effect means the expenditure of these funds bas already been approved by our government and the
funds are ready for use now. Council resolution 687-2614 (dated December 4, 2015) stating our intent to apply for this clemiup
grant application and provide the §40,000 malch is altached to our application.

i1} We are not requesiing 2 hardship waiver.

6. Communiiy Nefificalion

The LFUCG provided public notice to the communily more than two weeks prior io the grant due date of December 19, 2014
thal we would be making application for the EPA Brownfield Program (leanup Grant using our customary methods and that we
were accepiing comments on the application. This notice, was provided in several ways: through a November 21, 2014, LFIG
Media Release which goes out to nearly alf the local media organizaiions; through posting on the (ity’s website; and through
social media (Facebook). Copies of the notification are attached to our application. & central email address was also
established io receive public comments submitted via the web.

A public meeling to discuss the cleanup grant application was held 5:30 pm-on December 1, 2014, fo diseuss the application
and accep! public comments. A written agenda was disseminated al this meeting and agenda topics included introdactions,
purpose of meeling, sign v sheel, descriplion of efforls to dake, cleanup application review, acceplance of
comments,/suggestions, and next steps. The public meefing agenda, sign in sheel and commenis are atfached fo this document
as well as a wrilien summary of the public meefing. All commenis received al the public meeting were posilive and very
supportive of the grani application. One commenter staled she Dedieves the local Bar Association can gel involved in supporting
this project. A second commenter noled that if von create a “clean shell” occupanis will eome.

Also we received eighl commenis via the web and all of these commenis were alse very supportive. These email comments
used adjectives b6 describe the Gld Courthonse such as “erucial,” erilical,” “amazing,” “beantifnl,” “grand,” “former glory,”
and “elegani.” 1in addilion io the supportive commenis one commenier asked whether the amount requested was adequate-
the LFUCG responded that the requesied 200 K in EPA Brownfield Frogram cleanup grant funds will be used to feverage
additional funds. Another commenter asked about the possibility of locating his business at the Hd Courthouse once it is
cleaned up and made avaiiable for ocoupancy- the LFUCG  responded that redeveioping the building through public private
partoerships was ene of our goals. Finally a third commenter expressed concerns as to whether the historical fabric of the
huilding will be preserved during renovations- the LFUCG respouse is that it will as the Birector of our local Bivision of Historic



Preservalion is on the Team redeveloping the 0ld Courthouse. The comments received viz the web are also attached o this
application.

It wis not necessary 1o make significant revisions o the granl application in response to the comments received. Nevertheless
the L¥UCG responded to all commenters and these respenses are alse meiuded in our application.
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ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT CABINET i

Steven L. Beshear Leonard K, Pefers
Governor DEPARTIMENT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION Secratary
DIVISION OF COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE ' |
300 FAr OAKs LANE
FRANKFORT, KENTUCKY 4060
PrONE (502) 564-0323

FAX {B02)564-4245
www.dep.ky.gov

October 29, 2014

Mayor Jim Gray

Lexington Fayette Urban County Government
200 East Main Street

Lexington, KY 40507

Re: Letter of Support for Brownfield Grant Application from the Lexington Favette Urban County
Government

Dear Mayor Gray:

The Kentucky Department for Environmental Protection (DEP) is supportive of, and committed
to, the work of the Lexington Fayetie Urban County Government (LFUCG) to identify and address
brownfield sites in the community. DEP is the state agency charged by the legislature with the
responsibility of implementing the Kentucky equivalent of the federal Superfund program, and as such, is
an essential component of any attempt to systematicaily address brownfields redevelopment. We suppott
LFUCG’s application for a Brownfield Cleanup Grant for the former Fayette County Courthouse and
look forward to continning our work with the cify on this important issue.

Sincerely,

P

Herbert Petifjean
Brownfield Coordinator

HCP:hp

ec: Tom Webb (LFUCG)
Irene Gooding (LFUCG)
Amanda LeFevre (Brownfield Outreach Coordinator)
Danietle Crosman (Division of Compiiance Assistance)
Sheri Adkins (Division of Waste Management)
Jim Kirby {Division of Waste Management)
Richard Thomas (Division of Waste Management, Frankfort Regional Office)

e
KentuekyUnbridiedSpirit.con ](entud(é%
UNRRIDL E2 SPIRIT -

An Equal Opportunity Employer M/E/D



STEVEN L. BESHEAR DEPARTMENT FOR LOCAL DEVELOPMENT TONY WILBER
GOVERNOR OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR COMMISSIONER
1024 Caprrat CENTER DRIVE, SUITE 340
FRANKFORT, KENTUCKY 40601-8204
PHONE (502) 573-2382 Fax (502) 573-2939
Torr Frer (800) 346-5606
wyww.dig.ky.gov

Qciober 29, 2014

Ms. lrene Gooding
LFUCG

200 East Main Strest
Lexington, KY 40507

RE: Brownfield Program Cieanup for Oid Fayette County Courthouse
Building
SAl# KY20131205-1138
CFDA# 66.818

Dear Ms. Gooding:

Pursuant to your request, the State Clearinghouse will update its evaluation of
SAl# KY20131205-1138. The State Clearinghouse has contacted appropriate state
agencies and determined its previous comments regarding this proposat are still valid.

Piease consider this correspondence as official notification that the State
Clearinghouse is reaffirming its previous correspondence. This endorsement remains
valid for a period of one (1) year from the date of this letter.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact the
State Clearinghouse at 502-573-2382.

Sincerely,
&)
il .
;we“:._ \ﬂ”’”’&f ‘E‘"\ ‘
i&mguwﬁ%«mﬂ i !j_m%vwlim};ims}wéw‘:r‘ .
A;');
L
Lee Nalley

Kentucky State Clearinghouse

KentuckyUnbridledSpirit.com An Equal Opportunity Employer M/E/D



STEVEN L. BESHEAR DEPARTMENT FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT TONY WILBER
CGOVERNOR OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR COMMISSIONER

FRANKFORT, KENTUCKY 40601-8204
PHONE (502) 573.2382 Fax (502) 573-2939
Toul FREE (800) 346-5606
WWW DLGKY GOV

December 23, 2013

Ms. lrene Gooding
LFUCG

200 East Main Street
Lexingion, KY 40507

RE: Brownfield Program Cleanup for Old Fayette County Courthouse Building
SA# KY20131205-1138
CFDA# 66.818

Dear Ms. Gooding:

The Kentucky Sfate Clearinghouse, which has been officially designated as the
Commonwealth's Single Point of Contact (SPOC) pursuant to Presidential Executive Order
12372, has completed its evaluation of your proposal. The clearinghouse review of this
proposal indicates there are no identifiable conflicts with any state or local plan, goal, or
objective. Therefore, the State Clearinghouse recommends this project be approved for
assistance by the cognizant federal agency.

Although the primary function of the State Single Point of Contact is to coordinate the
state and ioca! evaluation of your proposal, the Kentucky State Clearinghouse also utilizes this
process {0 apprise the applicant of statutory and regulatory requiremenits or other types of
information which could prove to be useful in the event the project is approved for assistance.
" Information of this nature, if any, concerning this particular proposai will be attached to this
correspondence.

You should now continue with the application process prescribed by the appropriate
funding agency. This process may include a detailed review by state agencies that have
authority over specific types of projects.

This letter signifies only that the project has been processed through the State Single

Point of Contact. It is neither a commitment of funds from this agency or any other state of
federal agency.

An Equal Opportunity Employer M/F/D



The results of this review are valid for one year from the date of this letter.
Continuation or renewal applications must be submitted to the State Clearinghouse annually.
An application not submitted io the funding agency, or not approved within one year afier
completion of this review, must be re-submitted to receive a valid intergovernmental review.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please feel free to contact my office at
502-573-2382. '

Sincerely,

b

Lee Nalley
Kentucky State Clearinghouse

Attachments



The Housing, Building, Construction has made the following advisory comment pertaining to State
Application ldentifier Number KY201312051138
Mo comments

The Natural Resources has made the foliowing advisory comment pertaining to State Application Identifier
Number KY201312051138

This review is based upon the information that was provided by the applicant through the Clearinghouse for
this project. An endorsement of this project does not satisfy, or imply, the acceptance or issuance of any
permits, certifications, or approvais that may be required from this agency under Kentucky Revised Statutes
or Kentucky Administrative Regulations. Such endotsement means this agency has found no major
concerns from the review of the proposed project as presented other than those stated as conditions or
commenis.

The KY Dept. of Transportation has made the following advisory comment pertaining to State Application
identifier Number KY201312051138

Sizemore (-7}, Ricky: In the event construction activities encroach upon state maintained right of way, it
may become necessary to obtain 2 standard encroachment permit. Permit requests and questions may be
directed to Daniel Kucela, District Seven Highway Dept. Permits Engr.-@ 763 W. New Circle Road, Lexington,
KY 40512, Phone (859) 246-2355 or email at daniel.kucela@ky.gov.

The Heritage Council has made the following advisory comment pertaining to State Application identifier
Number KY201312051138

The applicant must ensure compliance with the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Rufes and
Regulations for the Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties (36CFR, Part 800} pursuant to the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, the National Environmental Policy Act of 1968, and Executive Order 11593,

The former Fayette County Courthouse is listed in the National Register of Historic Places. The project
includes elements with potential to resulf in an adverse effect, so plans should be developed to ensure all
work on the building conforms to the Secretary of the interior's standards and gutdelines and applicable
information from related publications, iike the National Fark Service's Preservation Briefs. More specific
plans or a detailed scope of work outlining the locations and methods planned for clean-up activities must
be submitted for review prior to any work beginning in the courthouse.

" If any clean-up activities inciude abating materials in soils around the building, we recommend coordinating
as soon as possibie with our office to determine whether you need to pian for archasology as part of the
project.

An invitation for consulting parties involvement should be issued to at least the LFUCG Division of Historic
Preservation and the Blue Grass Trust for Historic Preservation to determine if these entities would like to
pariicipate in plan review; the federal agency should be consuilted on protocol re: consulting parties
involvement.

if you have questions regarding these comments, please contact Jill Howe at 502-564-7005, ext. 121,

The Labor Cabinet has made the following advisory comment pertaining to State Application identifier
Mumber KY201312051138

PW RATES MAY APPLY IF PROJECT COST EXCEEDS $250,000.00. CONTACT KY LABOR CABINET AT 502 -
564 3534

The KY State Fish & Wildlife has made the following advisory comment perfaining to State Application
Identifier Number KY201312051138

Based on the information provided, the Kentucky Department of Fish & Wildlife Resources has no comments
concerning the proposed project, Please contact Dan Stoelb @ 502-564-7109 ex. 4453 or
Daniel.Stoelb@ky.gov if you have further questions or require additional information.
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November 12, 2014

Hon. Jim Gray, Mayor

Lexington-Fayeite Urban County Government
Office of the Mayor

200 tast Main Street

Lexington, KY 40507

Dear Mayor Gray:

As you know, the LDDA is acutely interested in seeing the redevelopment of the Old Fayette County
Courthause. it remains Lexington’s final landmark public building that predates the 20" Century and holds
promise as an anchor for the ongoing redeveloprent of Lexington’s downtown.

With challenging buildings such as the courthouse, environmental issues often pose an expensive roadblock
to the economics of redevelopment. As the LDDA has been charged with finding and implementing a
redevelopment solution, we are extremely supportive of your application to the EPA for brownfields
assistance. Remediation will ciear the way for the next step of redevelopment.

To demonstrate our support, the LDDA has budgeted $250,000 toward the predevelopment efforts for the
{Tourthouse to match the EPA grant, should it be awarded.

Sincerely,

ce: lada Griggs, Environmental Initiatives Speciafist, LFUCG Division of Environmental Policy



Courthouse Square Foundation, Inc.
235 Glendover Road
Lexington, KY 40502

December 12, 2014

Hon. Jim Gray, Mayor

Lexmgton-Fayetie Urban County Government
Office of the Mavor

200 East Main Street

Lesxington, K'Y 40507

Dear Mayor Gray:
The Courthouse Square Foundation, Inc., a Kentucky nenprofitcorporation exemptunder IRC 501{c)(3),
was formed to assist in raising public support for restoration of the Old Courthouse. We have been

working with the Downtown Devieopment Authority to that goal.

Obviously, the brownfields cleanup grant will be vitally important to funding a.critical step in the process
of restoration.

We look forward to continuing in our advisory capacity to vou and vour staff as well as the DDA in
working towards the restoration of this important landmark in ovr commpunity, and in providing

educational outreach to the community.

We support vour efforts to obtain this grant.

Smcumh
f‘fj /
P %m%
C,F’ @«3’3‘%“%’
for @d‘;ﬁi man,
President mm
T

.
-



“Promoting Downtown as a unique and vibrant place in Lexington for business, residential life & entertainment”

LEXINGTONS?

"OLC e @ partnershfp of businesses, individuals and the public sector
committed to the shared vision of a clean, safe and wbranf Downtown.”

Movember 7, 2014

Hon, Jim Gray, Mayor

Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
Office of the Mavyor

200 East Main Street

Lexington, KY 40507

Dear Mavyor Gray:

Downtown Lexington Corporation (DLC) works to promote downtown Lexington to make it a desirable
place to live, work and visit. We have been in the community for over 25 years and have been privileged
tn see our downtown grow and thrive, especialiy in the last few years.

The Otd Courthouse is an icon in our downtown and to have it rehabilitated is critical to ensuring that
the area surrounding it continues to thrive and serve as a gathering spot for so many people. The biocks
surrounding the Old Courthouse have become downtown’s entertainment district and have sean dozens
of new businesses open in recent years, If left unattended, this bulilding will continue to deteriorate and
that will likely be damaging to the entire district and would set the success of our downiown back.

DLC’s staff would be willing to serve on any advisory committee or task force that might be formed in
regard to this project. | have a unique understanding of how this grant can benefit downtown Lexington
and what will be involved; my undergraduate degree is in Landscape Architecture and my Masters’
degree is in Public Administration with a focus in Environmental Quality. DLC would aiso be willing to get
information out to the public about any meetings or what the benefit of this project would be for
downtown Lexington. Additionally, DLE has a large network of public outreach through our social media,
weekly e-newsletters and weekly radio interviews,

DLC strongly supports the LFUCE in their efforts to restore the Old Courthouse by obtaining an EPA
grant through the Brownfield Program. This iconic building deserves 1o be rehabilitated and will serve as
a beacon in our downtown for decades to come.

President, Dpwniown Lexington Corporation

oo jada Griggs, Environmental initiatives Specialist, LFUCG Division of Environmanial Policy

B0, Box 1179 e Lexington, KY 40588-1179 e (859) 425-25%0 e Facsimile (859} 231-7333

www. downfowniex.com ¢ info@downtowniex.com
facebool. com/DovwntowniexCorg twither.com/DowntownlexCorp
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_ LEXINETON FARMERS MARKET
Mr. Phif Vorsatz o s

Atlanta Federal Center

&1 Forsyth Street SW.

10th FL, Atlanta, GA 30303~8960

December 8, 2(314
Dear Mr. Vorsatz:

on bebaEf of the Lexmgton Farmers’ Market I am writing this letter to express strong support for the Lexmgton—
Fayette Urban County Government’s appltcatron for fundmg through the Envirenmental Protectlon Agency's
Brownfields Program. :

The Lexington Farmers’ Market is one of Kentucky’s premier farmers’ markets; with recognition nationally from
American Farmland Trust and locally from the Kentucky Association of Farmers’ Markets. The Lexington Farmers’
‘Market, a member-owned agricultural production cooperative, has over 75 members who bring locally grown and

* sourced products to market every Saturday of the year. During the peak summer months, the market attracts
thousands of patrons to its home in Cheapside Park and the adjacent Old Courthouse area.

Upon the closure of the Old Courthouse, ¥ocatéd at 215 West Main Street {directly adjacent to the market), the
Lexington Farmers’ Market lost access to several important health and safety amenities and Lexington was forced to
shutter its iconic landmark. The Old Courthouse was the primary restroom facility for the Lexington Farmers’ Market;
providing a clean environment for both market members and customers. The Old Courthouse was the designated
severe weather sheltering facility for Lexington Farmers’ Market, providing a safe space in case of emergency.
Additionally, structural integrity concerns have forced the closure of space around the exterior of the Old Courthouse -
that was historically used by market members; this area is currently blocked off with: construction. fencmg ancf
obstructs the market's fiew

A revitalized Old Courthouse wéuld once again provide health and safety amenitiés for the Lexington Farmers’ Market,
A revitalized Old Courthouse would act as a vibirant downtown anchor, attracting an increased numbe%‘ of.potential
new customers. Arevitalized Old:Courthouse area would expand the potential footpﬂnt of the market, al!owmg for
increased market membershlp and local busmess expansion.

it is with great confidence that the Lexmgton Farmers” Market endorses the Lexington- Fayette Urban County _
Government's appiicatlon for $200,000 in funding through the EPA’s Brownfields Program. The Lexmgton Farmers’
Market can commit support by sharing surveys with our customers and atlowing information to be gathered from the

_-community during market hours. The Lexington Farmers” Market promises to educated and advocate on behalf of
revitalization efforts. And the Lexington Farmers” Market will promote the on- gomg efforts to improve and save
important historic landmarks througb the Brownfields Program.

.Thank you for your con’s'r.deratiah,’ if t can be of further ass_istance'_pfease co'n;tact me at any timé._' '

Sincerely,

/ .K éj@,; %ﬁ)mﬁvbféﬁﬁ{.%wj -
i .

tosh England, Market Manager .
Lexington Farmers’ Market

PO Box 553

Lexington, KY 40588-0553

{859) 967-4760" _
josh@iexingtonfarmersmarket.com-
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October 31st, 2014

Hon. Jim Gray, Mayor

Lexington-Fayetie Urban County Government
Office of the Mayor

200 East Main Street

Lexington, KY 40507

Dear Mayor Gray,

I am writing this letter on behalf of the Fayette Alliance. The Fayette
Alliance is Lexingteon's only fand-use advocacy organization
dedicated to growing our city and promoting our farms.

Through our efforts at government and beyond, we believe that
Lexington can be the mode!l for sustainable growth by baiancing and
connecting our vibrant city with our productive and beautiful
Biuegrass farmiand.

In furtherance of this missicon, The Fayette Alliance supports LFUCG's
appilication to acquire a $200,000 brownfield grant from the EPA.

i secured, this grant wiil address many environmental issues in
Lexington's Old Courthouse building~located at 215 West Main
Street-- such as cleaning up lead-based paint, asbhestos-containing
materials, moid, and bird droppings. Ultimately, these efforts will
facilitate the redeveiopment of this landmark property.

Fayette Alliance endorses LFUCG’s brownfield clean-up grant, as it
promotes environmental rehabiiitation of one of Lexington's most
iconic properties, and supports needed infill and redevelopment
efforts in the city. -

Thank you for your consideration, and piease contact me anytime at
859.281.1202 if | can be of further assistance.

Al my best,

Knox van Nagell, J.D.
Executive Director
Favette Alliance

cc: Jada Griggs, Environmental Initiatives Specialist, LFUCG Division
of Environmental Policy



RESOLUTION NO. _ 687 -2014

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR, ON BEHALF OF THE
URBAN COUNTY GOVERNMENT, TO EXECUTE AND SUBMIT A BROWNFIELDS
CLEANUP GRANT APPLICATION TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY, TO PROVIDE ANY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUESTED IN
CONNECTION WITH THIS GRANT APPLICATION, AND TO ACCEPT THIS GRANT IF
THE APPLICATION IS APPROVED, WHICH GRANT FUNDS ARE IN THE AMOUNT
OF $200,000 FEDERAL FUNDS, AND ARE FOR REMEDIATION OF
ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS [IDENTIFIED AT THE OLD FAYETTE COUNTY
COURTHOUSE, THE ACCEPTANCE OF WHICH OBLIGATES THE URBAN COUNTY
GOVERNMENT FOR THE EXPENDITURE OF $40,000 AS A LOCAL MATCH, AND
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO TRANSFER UNENCUMBERED FUNDS WITHIN THE
GRANT BUDGET.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE LEXINGTON-FAYETTE URBAN
COUNTY GOVERNMENT:

Section 1 - That the Mayor, on behalf of the Lexington-Fayette Urban County
Government, be and hereby is authorized and directed to execute and submit the
Brownfieids Cleanup Grant Application, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein
by reference, to the Environmental Protection Agency, and to provide any additional
information requested in connection with this Grant Appiication, and to accept this Grant if
the application is approved, which Grant funds are in the amount of $200,000 Federal
funds, are for remediation of environmental concerns identified at the old Fayette County
Courthouse, and the acceptance of which obligates the Lexington-Fayette Urban County
Government for the expenditure of $40,000 as a local match.

Section 2 - That subject fo the provisions of Ordinance No, 22-79, the Mayor is
hereby authorized, in his discretion as Chief Executive Officer of the Urban County
Government, to transfer the unencumbered balance of any operating or capital account
appropriation to another operating or capital account appropriation within the Grant
budget previously established for this Grant.

Section 3 - That this Resolution shall become effective on the date of its passage.

PASSED URBAN COUNTY COUNCIL: December 4, 2014

ATTEST:

CLERK Og URBA% COU% S % COUNCIL

1174-14_MC_gjo_X\Cases\COMDEVIA-LEGOO 1L EG\00462326 DOC



ORDINANCE NO. _70_-2013

AN ORDINANCE APPROPRIATING THE REVENUES, EXPENDITURES/EXPENSES
AND INTERFUND TRANSFERS FOR THE GENERAL SERVICES DISTRICT FUND,
THE TENANT RELOCATION FUND, THE FULL URBAN SERVICES DISTRICTS FUND,
THE POLICE CONFISCATED FEDERAL FUND, THE POLICE CONFISCATED STATE
FUND, THE PUBLIC SAFETY FUND, THE MUNICIPAL AlD PROGRAM FUND, THE
COUNTY AID PROGRAM FUND, THE MINERAL SEVERANCE FUND, THE COAL
SEVERANCE FUND, THE MISCELLANEOUS SPECIAL REVENUE FUND, THE
POLICE CONFISCATED ~ TREASURY FUND, THE FY 2014 BOND PROJECTS
FUNDS, THE SANITARY SEWER REVENUE AND OPERATING FUND, THE
SANITARY SEWER CONSTRUCTION FUND, THE LEXINGTON-FAYETTE URBAN
COUNTY GOVERNMENT PUBLIC FACILITIES CORPORATION GENERAL FUND, THE
LEXINGTON-FAYETTE URBAN COUNTY GOVERNMENT PUBLIC FACILITIES
CORPORATION PARKS PROJECTS FUND, THE WATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT
FUND, THE LANDFILL FUND, THE RIGHT OF WAY PROGRAM FUND, THE
EXTENDED SCHOOL PROGRAM FUND, THE PRISONERS’ ACCOUNT FUND, THE
ENHANCED 911 FUND, THE LEXINGTON-FAYETTE URBAN COUNTY
GOVERNMENT PUBLIC LIBRARY CORPORATION FUND, THE CITY EMPLOYEES
PENSION FUND, THE POLICE AND FIRE RETIREMENT FUND OF THE LEXINGTON-
FAYETTE URBAN COUNTY GOVERNMENT, THE MEDICAL INSURANCE FUND, THE
PROPERTY AND CASUALTY CLAIMS FUND, AND THE REALLOCATION OF BOND
PROJECT FUNDS, ON A DIVISIONAL LEVEL BY FOUR (4) CONTROL LEVELS, FOR
THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 3C, 2014, FOR THE LEXINGTON-FAYETTE
URBAN COUNTY GOVERNMENT AND ITS AGENCIES AND INSTRUMENTALITIES,
APPROVING AND ADOPTING THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR
FISCAL YEARS (FY) 2014 THROUGH (FY) 2019, AS A PORTION OF THE FISCAL
YEAR (FY) 2014 ANNUAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS BUDGET; AND APPROVING
FUNDING FOR THE LEXINGTON-FAYETTE URBAN COUNTY TOURIST AND
CONVENTION COMMISSION FROM THE TRANSIENT ROOM TAX, SAID FUNDING
TO EQUAL 89 1/2% OF THE REVENUE FROM THE TAX.

WHEREAS, the Mayor has prepared and submitted to the Urban County Council
annual operating budgets and annua! capital improvements budgets for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2014;

WHEREAS, pursuant fo Section 8.03 of the Charter of the Urban County
Government the Méyor has alsc presented a detailed summary of the capital
improvements program pian for the next five fiscal years, as a part of the annual capital
improvements budgets;

WHEREAS, public hearings on the budgets have been held;

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 128-2005 was adopted June 9, 2005 sefting forth the
procedures for budget adoption;

WHEREAS, the Urban County Council has thoroughly reviewed the proposed
budgets and has made certain amendments thereto, which amendments are reflected in
the Mayor's Proposed Budget as amended by the Urban County Council, which is

attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit "A",



WHEREAS, the Tourist and Convention Commission has pursuant to KRS
91A.380(1) submitted its budget, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by
reference as Exhibit "B", to the Urban County Council and requested furding for the 12
menths fiscal year ending June 30, 2014.

NOW. THEREFORE, on the basis of the said budgets and in accordance with the
provisions thereof,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE LEXINGTON.FAYETTE URBAN
COUNTY GOVERNMENT:

Section 1 - That the Revenues, Interfund Transfers, and Expenditures/Expenses
for the General Services District Fund, the Tenant Relocation Fund, the Full Urban
Services Districts Fund, the Police Confiscated Federal Fund, the Police Confiscated
State Fund, the Pubiic Safety Fund, the Municipal Aid Program Fund, the County Aid
Program Fund, the Mineral Severance Fund, the Coal Severance Fund, the
Miscelianeous Special Revenue Fund, the Police Confiscated — Treasury Fund, the FY
2014 Bond Projects Fund, the Sanitary Sewer Revenue and Operating Fund, the
Sanitary Sewer Construction Fund, the Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
Public Facilittes Corporation General Fund, the Lexington-Fayette Urban County
Government Public Facilittes Corporation Parks Projects Fund, the Water Quaiity
Management Fund, the Landfill Fund, the Right Of Way Program Fund, the Extended
School Program Fund, the Prisoners’ Account Fund, the Enhanced 811 Fund, the
Lexington-Fayetie Urban County Government Public Library Corporation Fund, the City
Employees’ Pension Fund, the Police And Fire Retirement Fund of the Lexington-
Fayette Urban County Government, the Medical Insurance Fund, the Property and
Casualty Claims Fund, and the reallocation of Bond Project Funds, on a divisional leve!
by four (4) control levels, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, for Lexington-Fayetie
Urban County Government and its agencies and instrumentalities, are hereby allotied
and reappropriated.

Section 2 - Pursuant to Sections 8.03 and 8.05 of the Charter of the Lexington-
Fayette Urban County Government, the "Mayor's Proposed Capital Improvement
Program®, FY 2014-2019, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, is

hereby accepted, approved and adopted as a portion of the annual capifal improvements



budget of the Lexington-Faystte Urban County Government for fiscal year 2014,
provided, however, the capital improvements program for fiscal year 2015 through fiscal
year 2019, adopted herein, shall be used as a planning device and not as a binding
commitment for future capital improvemeant programs of the Urban County Govermment.

Section 3 - That pursuant to KRS 91A.380(1), the Lexington-Fayette Urban County
Tourist and Convention Commission shall receive 99 1/2% of the revenue received from
the 4% transient room tax imposed by Section 2-172(a) of the Code of Ordinances. The
Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government shall retain 1/2% of said revenue to offset
the cost of collecting the same.

Section 4 - That the preamble set forth following the title to this Grdinance is
incorperated herein as if set out in full.

Section 5 - That this Ordinance shall become effective on the date of its passage.

PASSED URBAN COUNTY COUNCIL: June 206, 2013

b
)

U v

MAYOR

ATTEST:

e Towls

CLERK OF URBAN COUNTY COUNCIL

PUBLISHED: June 27, 2013~-lt
659-13.DJB-ejo-X\CasesBUDGE T 3-LECOG1CONTI0385600.D0C



ORDINANCE NO. 146 -2013

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CERTAIN OF THE BUDGETS OF THE LEXINGTON-
FAYETTE URBAN COUNTY GOVERNMENT FOR COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
APPROPRIATIONS AS APPROVED AT WORK SESSION NOVEMBER 5, 2013, AND
APPROPRIATING AND RE-APPROPRIATING FUNDS, SCHEDULE NO 0028.

WHEREWAS, it is necessary and proper to amend the budgets of the Lexington-

Fayette Urban County Government for Committee of the Whole appropriations as
“approved at work session on November 5, 2013 |

NOW. THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE
LEXINGTON-FAYETTE URBAN COUNTY GOVERNMENT:

Section 1 - That certain of the Budgets of the Lexington-Fayette Urban County
Government be and hereby are amended for Committee of the Whoie appropriations as
approved at work session on November 5, 2013, and that to effect such Amendments
the foliowing appropriations be and hereby are authorized and directed:

) $7,0680,560 from the Unappropriated Fund Balance in the General Services
District-General Fund to various accounts.
} Re-appropriations within the General Fund Capital Projects Fund which does

not result in changes to the Unappropriated Fund Balance of this fund.
Section 2 - That the purposes of the Budget Amendments and the Accounts to or

from which funds are herein appropriated, are detailed in "BUDGET SCHEDULE NO,

0029, attached herefo and incorporated herein by reference.

Section 3 - That this Ordinance shali become effective on the date of its passage.

PASSED URBAN COUNTY COUNCIL: December 5, 2013

ATTEST:

MO N

CIL.ERK OF URBAN COUNTY COUNCIL
1243.13_DJB_eje_X\Cases\POL-BLED 3-LEOOO NLEGW0416287 DOC
PURBLISHED: December 12, 2013-lt




Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
DIVISION OF GOVERNMENT COMMUNICATIONS
Jim Gray
Mayor

November 21, 2014

Conrtact: Tom Webb
Office: B59-425-2808

Lexington soliciting public comments for old courthouse cleanup
grant application

Lexington is currently seeking public commments on a draft clean up grant application for the Old Fayette
County Courthouse located at 215 West Main Street for submittal to the ULS. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

EPA’s Brownfields Program provides funds to empower comrunities to clean up and reuse underutilized
sttes.  Lexington 1s requesting $200,000 in Fiscal Year 2015 clean up grant funds. If awarded, these federal funds will be
used to help address environmental concerns identified at the Old Courthouse to include lead-based paint, mold,
ashestos-containing materials, and bird droppings. Addressing environmental concerns is one of the key steps o making
the Old Courthouse usable again.

The draft application can be viewed on the web at www.Lexingtonky.gov/brownfields or at the Central
Library located at 140 Hast Main Street. A public meeting to accept comments on the application will be held 5:30
pm in the third floor Phoenix Building conference soom 101 East Vine Street, Lexington, KY on Monday
December 1, 2014. Public comments can also be submitted via brownfields(@lexingtonky.gov.

The historic courthouse was constructed i 1898 to house the County’s courts. The coutts moved to new
courthouses on Limestone Street in 2002,

Until it was closed in 2012 because of environmental concerns, the historic courthouse housed the Lexington

History Museum, the Lexington Public Safety Museum and the Kentucky Renaissance Pharmacy Museum.

200 East Mair: Street . Lexington, IKY 40507 . (859) 425-2255 . www.lexingtonky.gov
HORSE CAPITAL OF THE WORLD
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City Calendar

Brownfield Cieanup Grant Application Public Meeling
for the old courthouse

Date: 12/1/2014 5:30 PM

Location: Phoenix Building; srd floor

101 East Vine Street

Lexington, Kentucky

Add to my Outlook Calendar

Lexington is currently seeking public comments on a draft U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency Brownfield Program clean up grant application for the historic
Fayette County Courthouse at 215 West Main Street.

Learn more about the grant here.
You can read the grant documents here.

if you cannot attend the meeting, comments may be emailed to
brownfields@lexingtonky.gov.

http://www .lexingtonky.gov/index.aspx?page=17&recordid=15024 11/26/2014
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Monday, December 1, 2014

Support the Fayette Courthouse ... TONIGHT

by Peter Brackney

How do you eat an elephant? One bite at a time.

That's the approach my grandfather took when tackling a big problem. And that's the
approach that Lexington will need to ke in order w save the historic 1898 courthouse
in the heart of Lexington.

[t is time 1o take a bite and 2 step toward preservation of this important structire which
served as the center of Fayette County's governance for over a ceniury.

The Lexington-Fayette UCG is requestng a $200,000 grant from the EPA's Brownfields
Program.

Brownfields are "real property, the expansion, redevelopment, or reuse of which may
be complicated by the presence or potential presence of a hazardous substance,
poliutant, or contaminant” according to the EPA’s website,

The old courthouse, as has been well-documented and reporied since the building's
public closure in 2012, contains a significant amount of lead-based paint, mold,
asbestos, and guano (bird poop),

The city's Division of Historic Preservation describes the old courthouse as a "property
of exmeme importance architecturally and/or historically, " There can be no doubt: the
1858 courthouse is significant and worthy of being preserved and restored. [ don't
know what the ultimate use for this important soructure will be, but nothing can be

Support the Kaintuckeean
ordering information:

BRACWNLY

of shop at amazon.com using our search box

Popular Posts

Fighting to Save a Kentucky
Landmark: Ridgeway

On Veterans Day, the Harrison
County Fiscal Court chose to
‘honor’ the memory of one of
Kentucky's most prominent Vererans by voting to
de...

: Lost Lexington Signing at Joseph
Beth TONIGHT

What is corrently scheduled as my
last 2014 book signing of Lost
Lexington will be this evening at
Joseph Beth Booksellers in Lexingto...

A Little Thanksgiving History

- The First Thanksgiving 1621 by
Iean Leon Jerome Ferris. Abraham
Lincoin prociaimed the last
Thursday of November, 1863 w0 be

adayol*..

12/02/2014 10:47 AM
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done unless and untl the Counties Visited
propesty is cleaned up and
stabilized. Obtaining funds
from the EPA Brownfields
Program is a crucial step

woward accomplishing the goal,
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I was quite honored to read
that much of the building's
history that was contained in
the Brownfield Appiication
references The Kaintuckeean's
March 1, 2012 post. If you are
unfamiliar with the
courthouse's links to Tibetan '
pelaces and the Canterbury o o S Search This Blog
Tales, then you should click

through and read the history.
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But here's what you can do to help the grand old courthouse: Show your support for Expioring/improving de‘ri)ur:ss Trust

the Grant Application. In person, come tonight at 5:30 p.m. {December 1} to the Kentucky
public meeting {they are accepting public comment) to the third fecr Phoenix Building
conference room, 101 East Vine Steet. Gnline, you can make your public comments
(or staterment of support} by sending an email to brownfields@lexingtonky.gov.

+ Abandoned Online
(KY)

©

Appalachian History

»

And for more details about Brownfields Application, visit Bluegrass Trust

www.LexingtonKY.gov/brownfields.

Bricks + Mortar

Broken Sidewalk i

e
Building Histories E
Ed Henson '
Fayaite Alliance

.

You might aiso like:

»

Blog Archive

Gemiine Kentucky

2of 4

+ Her Kentucky December 2014 (2)
: e + Kenmucky Tourism November 2014 (12}
kernel: Kentucky Red River Gorge NoD: Old Bath » KyModern Octeber 2014 (17)
Architectural Photo County Jail
Gallery o My Old Kentucky September 2014 (11}
Batkroads Juiy 2014 (3)
Einovithin ® My Old Kentucky Jupe 2014 (2)
Roadtrip
A May 2014 (1)
= DPreservation .
Kenraciy April 2014 (1)
Taga: Fayene
= ProgressLEX March 2074 (1)
o The Lexington February 2014 (5)
Swreetsweeper January 2014 {6}
+ Tom Eblen November 2013 (9)
{Bluegrass & .
Beyand) Ociober 2013 (23)
» Unusual Kentucky September 2013 {23)
» UrbanUp August 2013 (20}
» Vanishing Eastern July 2013 (23)
Kenweky June 2013 (17)
May 2013 (19)
Great Kentucky April 2013 (12)
Resources March 2013 (11}
o Downtown Febrnary 2013 {11}

Lexington Building
IBVeniory

» Historic American

January 2013 (11)
September 2012 (2)

Buildings Survey August 2012 {3)
* Historic Election July 2012 (15)

Results {Tufts) June 2012 (14)
o Kentuckiana Digital May 2012 (8)
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DECEMBER 1, 2014 PUBLIC MEETING
EPA BROWNFIELD FY2015 CLEANUP GRANT APPLICATION

PHOENIX BUILDING
¢ 101 EAST VINE ST, LEXINGTON, KY

AGENDA
« INTRODUCTIONS
¢ PURPOSE OF MEETING
¢ SIGN IN SHEET
« GRANT APPLICATION
e DESCRIPTION OF EFFORTS TO DATE
s DISCUSSION
e ACCEPTANCE OF PUBLIC COMMENTS

s MEETING CLOSE
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12| 2015 EPA Brownfield Program Cleanup Grant Application
Public Meeting

1, What exactly is a Brownfield?
« For the purposes of EPA’s Brownfields grant program it is

“...real property, the expansion, redevelopment, or reuse of which may be
complicated by the presence or potential presence of a hazardous substance,
poliutant, or contaminant’

3[@! Recap

= Courthouse closed in Sept 2012 due to environmental concerns

= Phase | environmental assessment compileted (2012)

= Phase Il environmental assessment completed (2013)

» Draft Analysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives {ABCA) completed (2013)

=, Recap
« Applied for 200K FY 2014 EPA cieanup grant to address environmental
concermns
+ Unsuccessful but “Oh so very close”
« Applying again this cycle
+ High hopes for this year

| FY 2015 Cleanup Grant

« 200 K available per grantee

» Can be used for addressing environmental concems such as
- | ead based paint
- Asbestos
- Mold

« 20% local match required (40K)

[—

6,5 FY 2015 Cleanup Grant

« Site must be owned by government or nonprofit
+ Phase il and ABCA required

7182 FY 2015 Cleanup Grant
+ Grant applications due Dec 19
« Awards announced next spring (usually Juneg)
» 3 year grant period
+ Community notification required



. Our Application
= Using last year's application as our starting point
« It's a work in progress- will be refining application right up to Dec 19
» Draft documents can be found at
- On the web www.lLexingtonky.gov/brownfiglds
— Central Library

Qur Application
= Comments accepted at today's public meeting
+ Comments being accepted via web af brownfields@lexingtonky.gov
« “Any commaents received and responses to those comments must be
attached as part of cleanup grant proposal”

& Our Application
» Public comments make our application stronger
— S0 please provide your comments on the sheets provided

¢ Sign in sheet
— Please make sure 1o sign

@ Thank You!




Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government, Lexington, KY
Brownfields Cleanup Grant Praposal - Old Courthouse
215 West Main Street, Lexington, KY

Public Meeting Summary
5:30 PM Dec. 1, 2014
101 East Vine Street, Lexington, KY

. 1=
introductions were made.

Purpose of meeting was explained — to discuss the FY 2015 EPA
Brownfield Program cleanup grant application for the Oid Fayetie County
Courthouse located at 215 West Main Sireet and to accept public
comments on this application.

Presentation on brownfields was then given by Tom Webb, Environmental
initiatives Program Manager in the Division of Environmental Services to
facilitate discussion. Topics included definition of a brownfield, overview
of EPA’s Brownfieid Program, a recap of efforts to date, grant
requirements, grant timing, and grant award. The preseniation was
informal and made to facilitate discussion- attendees were encouraged to
ask questions at any time which resulted in a good amount of discussion.
Tom Webb also explained previous Brownfield site assessment findings
for the Old Courthouse and the draft Analysis of Brownfield Cleanup
Alternatives (ABCA) prepared for the Old Courthouse. Noted LFUCG
submitied an unsuccessful application for the 2014 EPA Cleanup grant
last year and that The LFUCG is preparing a grant application for
$200,000 in 2015 EPA Cleanup grant funds for this grant cycle.

Noted deadline for application is Dec. 19, 2014.

Efforts to date were described.

Brandi Berryman with Lexington Downtown Development Authority
(LDDA) presented the summary.

L exington Downtown Development Authority is reviewing options for
funding redevelopment of the Old Courthouse project. Will involve public
and private partnerships. .

LFUCG, with project management by LDDA, is conducting a conditions
assessment for the Old Courthouse. Working with EOP and PDP
consultants the team is analyzing the existing conditions of the facility
including architectural, structural, and historic components. The study will
result in a detailed report with recommended short and long term
stabilization and repair needs aiong with cost estimates, ali of which will
coordinate with established historic preservation goals and the
environmental Phase | & |l reports and recommendations.

From their initial assessment there were two areas of immediate concern
which included the structural instability of the sidewalk above the
basement along Short St. and the balconies on all four facades.
Immediate action is being taken to address these life safety concerns.
BFMJ structural engineers is developing a design for temporary shoring at
this time and chain link fences will be installed along the perimeter of the
building to restrict access to these identified areas.

Additional services have been conducted or are underway o provide the
most accurate assessment of the building. A selective demolition package



was recently completed by general services, which removed all drop
ceilings, various non-historic partitions and selective floor coverings. With
this now complete the consulting team is able fo fully assess the condition
of the structure to understand how the Old Courthouse can be best utilized
and help reduce unknowns during future redevelopment. This work is still
ongoing and the conditions assessment is set to be complete and findings
presented to Urban County Council in earty 2015.

Public comments were solicited and accepted.

Note: All comments made and submitted were positive and supporiad the
grant application.

Copy of the draft grant application (minus) attachments was given to
Joelle McComb local attorney. She believes the local Bar Association can
get involved in supporting this project. She would like to generate
enthusiasm with the members of the Bar Association and will forward
information. Retired Judge, Sheila Isaacs has shown interest. A formal
comment sheet was then submitted.

Attendees were directed to the Brownfields webpage for more information
including grant applications, attachments and submitting comments.

Peter Bourne commented that if you give a “clean shell” occupants will
come. Example being the Distillery District. Once cleaning was done,
businesses have come.

Tom mentioned 10,000 square feet of the Pepper Distillery building is now
occupied by 7 occupants.

Peter Brackney with the Kaintuckeean was mentioned as an outreach
source for historical information. It was noted that the LFUCG Division of
Historic Preservation posted a request for old photos of the Old
Courthouse on their website.

Attendees were asked to forward any additional pubiic comments o Tom
Webb through brownfieids@lexingtonky.qov. Al comments will be
addressed in the application {o the extent possible.

Letters of support will be included in the application.

Attendees were thanked for their support and the meeting was adjourned.




(ndop ] 5B = FO=SUII f

U001 JUOD 1001} € — BUIPING XUBCUY (UCHEIOT

vLOZ L Bgquiessd

@]

e}

| Ol e s 7 | T

L ; T T - . COUIT = -

) Ue| @) v bl Thez - szh “1 N4 PSS I %wuﬂ

kwﬂ%,\a&ﬁ\mﬁmﬂﬁil o v ey Ll /E-3857 Wbﬂuﬂ\\ %«imi\‘&m\w u\m\kxm,w\

‘ [ P - ) o e

Yooy ﬁuﬂmsﬁssxﬂ P SYE T mmﬁzﬁ S «x@a Cm(g%g %ngﬂ
A e D = }
Bﬁ%g%wi#:ﬁ.k&ﬂﬁv&qﬁ 0%¢-STh-159 .OUDHW/N nﬁﬁdg ,\gw\\

1ews . BuoYd uoneziuehblo aweN

1eays u-ubig -~ Busai Jydand
131 ‘UoiBuixeT 1eauS UIBIN 189 §1.2 1B PBIED0] 8SNOULN0D PIO 40} JURIS) dnues|) spidijumolg



Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government, Lexington, KY
Brownfields Cleanup Grant Proposal - Old Courthouse
215 West Main Street, Lexington, KY
Public Meeting

Comment Sheet
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Page 1 of 1

Thomas Webb

From: Thomas Webb

Sent:  Monday, December 01, 2014 8:47 AM

To: '‘Casey Smith’

Subject: RE: | SUPPORT THE FAYETTE COURTHOUSE

Casey thank you both for the support and the kind words. These is the kind of community support that the federal
EPA likes to see when they are evaluating brownfield cleanupn grant applicatichs.

From: Casey Smith [mailto:ccsmitd@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 8:36 AM

To: brownfields

Subject: I SUPPORT THE FAYETTE COURTHOUSE

Good Morning,

It does not take long while driving through Lexington, KY to quickly notice the piece of history sitting
off of Main Street in between Cheapside Park and North Upper Street. I'm of course referencing
Lexington's Old Courthouse which has fallen into disrepair.

I would like to congratulate this group and this grant for recognizing the pressing need for this building
and fixture of Lexington's history. It is crucial for the future of towns like Lexington that viability and
mixed-use of buildings like the Old Courthouse be retained and restored.

Thank you for taking the time to read this note, I hope that it encourages the use of the EPA's
Brownfield's Program.

Regards,

Casey Smith
270-303-1884
Lexington Resident

12/16/2014
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Thomas Webb

From: Thomas Webb
Sent:  Tuesday, December 02, 2014 10:52 AM
To: 'Peter Brackney'

Subject: RE: Lexington Courthouse

Hi Peter. Thank vou for volcing vyvour support. This is the kind of community support
that the federal EPA likes to see when they are evaluating brownfield cleanup drant
applications so it definitely helps with our application.

Being able fo uge vour history has been extremely helpful in our application. It
helps us tell our story in the grant application in a very descriptive way which is
critical to the EPA. I also appreciate you raising awareness of the public meeting
and the grant applicvation through your post- that' s great!

From: Peter Brackney [mailto:pbrackney@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 4:50 PM

To: brownfields

Subject: Lexington Courthouse

To Whom It May Concern: Please add my voice to the list of citizens (a Nicholasville resident,
technically, but a taxpayer by virtue of my employment here) standing in support of the brownfields
application and the rehabilitation of the old historic courthouse.

My history of the courthouse features prominently in the application and for this | am grateful. [ have
written another post today in hopes that many will be aware of the application.

The courthouse is a critical piece of Lexington's historical fabric and identity. As stated by former Gov.
Martha Layne Collins: "one of the focal points of any community is the courthouse - the place where so
much of Kentucky's rich and fascinating history has been written.”

Surely, there may be no more fascinating courthouse or courtyard than that in Fayette Counfy‘

I regret that T will be unable to make this evening's public meeting due to a prior engagement but stand
strongly behind the LFUCG in its Brownfields Grant Application.

Regards,

Peter Brackney

www . kaintuckeean.com
twitter | flickr | facebook

Look for my new book, Lest Lexingion, at your favorite purveyor of books.

"Make a resolution to lift someone's spirit cach day and follow through with it."
- Gatewood Galbraith, Dec, 30, 201 1.

Pleass consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

12/16/2014
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Thomas Webb

From: Thomas Webb
Sent:  Tuesday, December 02, 2014 10:32 AM
To: 'Kathy Martinolich'

Subject: RE: Support for the Old Courthouse
Kathy thank you for voicing your support.

This ig the level of community support that the federal EPA likes to gee when they
are evaluating brownfield cleanup grant applications so it definitely helps with our
application.

————— Original Message-----

From: Kathy Martinolich [mailto:k.martinolich@gmail.com]
Sent: Mcnday, December 01, 2014 6:35 PM

To: brownfields

Subject: Support for the 0ld Courthouse

Hi there!

Just writing to voice my support for the cleanup efforts at the 014 Courthouse. It's
the heart of our downtown and we owe it to ourselves and to the future of Lexington
te get it safe and usable again. It's an amazing old building, and neglecting it (as

we've neglected and lost so many other historic buildings) would be a crime.

Begt of luck on the brownfields application, and please feel free to reach oubt if
you need any assistance--either with applications or cleanup efforts!

Thankg for the hard work!

Kathy

12/16/2014
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From: Thomas Webb
Sent:  Monday, December (1, 2014 10:28 AM
To: 'John Clark'

Subject: RE: Old County Courthouse

Thank vou for the words of support. This the kind of community support that the federal EPA likes to see when
they are evaiuating brownfield cleanup grant applications.

From: Johr Clark [mailto:stargate3805@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 9:50 AM

To: brownfields

Subject: Old County Courthouse

I think that this Building is very worthy and very important and should be restored. It is a very beautiful
building.

12/16/2014
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From: Thomas Webb
Sent:  Tuesday, December 02, 2014 10:34 AM
Ta: 'Christine Debriffault’

Subject: RE: Input On Grant To Restore Courthouse
Christine thank you for voicing your support.

This is the kind of community support that the federal EPA likes to see when they
are evaluating brownfield cleanup grant applications so it definitely helps with our
application.

From: Christine Debriffault [mailto:christinel526@gmait.com}
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 5:03 PM

To: brownfields

Subiect: input On Grant To Restore Courthouse

I skimmed through the grant and it looks great!
I just want to see the Old Courthouse restored to its original plan.

Tt's such a beautiful landmark - amidst new buildings like the 21C Hotel and Centre Point - that we
desperately need to preserve the beauty that it is on the inside and out.

good luck!
Christine

12/16/2014
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From: Thomas Webb

Sent:  Tuesday, December 02, 2014 11:41 AM
To: ‘chuck creacy'

Subject: RE: Courthouse

Hi Chuck., Thank vou for voleing vour support, This is the kind of community support that the federat EPA likes to
see when they are avaluating browniield cleanup grant applications so it definit8ly heips with ocur application.

Your question aboul the requested amount 12 a good ons. One of the tools used by the federal EFA brownfleid
programn s to promote redevelopment by leveraging doliars. So it s not unusual (o receive an EPA cleanup grant
that only pays for a portion of the cleanup costs. These doliars are critical though since this funding often can be
anough o get the project moving forward on a fest rack

Ye are applving for the maximum amount available (200K) for this EFA grant evale and we will provide g 40K
tocal match should we be selected. If we are successiut in this federal grant application, there is the possibility of
recaiving addifional TPA ceanup grant funds if other graniess should not use all of thelr cleanup grant Tunds but
this is not & sure thing by any means.

The state of Kentucky will be issuing a brownfield cleanup grant announcement in 2015 which we will also apply
for. | expect these funds will be awarded to successiul applicants in amounts of at lsast 50K,

Since the goal is {0 provide a “clean shell” to faciitate reuse/redevelopment, | belisve that I additional furds are
riecessary to clean up the old courthouss, they will be found elther through local funding, public/private
parinershing, additional grant opportuntiies that we have not vet identified, and olther sources.

Thanks again for the input. Let me know if you have more guestions,

From: chuckcreacy@gmail.com [mailtoichuckereacy@amail.com] On Behalf OF chuck creacy
Seni: Monday, December 01, 2014 4:49 PM

To: brownfields

Subject: Courthouse

To whom it may concern,

We need to find a way to restore the courthouse. I have reviewed the application and fully support this
action. My concern is the requested amount. I understand that this appears to be a realistic estimate. {s
there opportunity for a second round of grant funding should there be a shortfall?

Chuck Creacy

Publisher, Smiley Pete Publishing

GoodGiving Guide Founder

Kentucky Colonel

Admiral of the Great Fleet of the Commonwealth of Kentucky

12/16/2014
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From: Thomas Webb

Sent:  Tuesday, December 02, 2014 12:20 PM
To: 'Fred Mulling'

Subject: RE: Downtown Courthouse

Hi Fred. From our perspective currently the environmential concerns (lead based paint, ashasios, elo) are soms
of the main obstacles {0 reusing the building, ° :

The 200K EPA grant we are apphying for will hopefully provide the momentum to address environmental concerns
at fhie old courthouse which will make reusing the building feasible,

The Lexington Oowntown Development Authority has been tasked with looking into redevelopment options for the
Old Courthouse building and that review is still ongoing and {as I understand i) public/private parinerships are
part of the redavelopment discussion.

We are looking at all sources of funding that we can identify including Histeric Tax Credits, New Markst Tax
Credits, Tax Increment Financing, and of course grants. If you have more detalis on the Springfield funding
please let me know and | will forward on to the Lexington Downiown Development Authority,

Thank vou for vour comments.

From: Fred Mullins [maitto:mullins@alookat.com]
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 7:26 PM

Ta: brownfields

Subject: Downtown Courthouse

A few vears ago the city of Springfield, KY told me that they could get a grant from some
historic foundation. This grant would allow then to gut the building and then fit it up to my
specs...turn around and rent to me for a few dollars a year.

Then my company would Jocate our business there and hire twenty + employees, hopefully
from the college there. I didn't pursue because I want to stay in Lexington.

Why couldn't Lexington do the same ? We will be hiring up to twenty more locals !

Fred Mullins A Look At Media 859-552-7672

12/16/2014
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From; Thomas Webb

Sent:  Monday, December 01, 2014 4:25 PM

To: 'A.C. Clark'

Cc: 'Brandi Berryman'

Subject: RE: support & gueries, Courthouse brownfields grant

Hi Amy. The Division of Environmental Policy alsc received your letier. We plan to address ali comments we
receive to the maximum extent possible as we finish drafting the application and all comments we receive will alsc
be submitted o the EPA with the application.

Thanks for taking the time to share your thoughts.

From: A.C. Clark [mailto:clark.jamestown@gmaii.com]

Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 4:17 PM

To: brownfields

Cc: bherryman@lexingtondda.com

Subject: Re: support & queries, Courthouse brownfields grant

If possible, please acknowledge receipt of this letter for tonight's meeting.
Best thanks,
Amy Clark

On Mon, Dec 1, 2014 at 3:59 PM, A.C. Clark <¢larl.jamestown@gmail.com™> wrote:

Attached is a letter in support of the Courthouse brownfields grant proposal, with some queries. I regret
1 will not be present for the meeting. If there is a report, please forward.

Best thanks,

Amy Clark

12/16/2014



628 Kastle Road
Lexington, Kentucky 40502

Brownfields Program
Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
Lexington, Kentucky

To Whom It May Concern:
I write in support of Lexington's application for EPA Brownfields funds to clean up

environmental hazards at the old Fayette County Courthouse so as to restore the building
10 use.

The courthouse stands at the center of our city. It is grand, elegant, and well worth
preserving. It 1s a building of both public and private significance to me. When it was
yet a courthouse, it was the site of an important event in our family's personal history,
presided over by the Hon. Mary Noble, who is currently Chief Justice of the Kentucky
Supreme Court. Such a design is right to house the administration of justice, and I hope

that in the years to come it may continue to be a center for public performance of some
kind.

It would be reassuring to learn that the cleanup proposal was prepared with the advice
and collaboration of historic restoration professionals; 1 expect that it was. | have certain
queries and concerns, espectally regarding the proposed covering, remediation and
removal of environmental hazards. Since I do not anticipate being present at the meeting
this evening, I give them here:

1) it is advised that some hazards be covered rather than fully removed. To my mind
this 1s only acceptable if there is assurance that "covering” areas does not impede the full
restoration and adaptation of historic fabric in the restoration to follow: stripping and
finishing surfaces in the best manner, for example, and restoring trim. Will a
containment policy set certain elements or areas "off limits" for the ensuing

restoration? Are there porous fabrics of historic significance that are designated for
removal, and if so, can these be addressed differently?

2) Ibelieve I noticed that removing "divider walls" was not included in the work
proposed. It is essential that earlier renovations to the building-- those that closed off
open areas, adding a warren of rooms in the center and obscuring the dome, for example-
- be removed for a proper restoration. Ought not the budget and planning for the
environmental hazards abatement work embrace these too?

3) The company evaluating the structure for this work includes the usual disclaimer that
they did not penetrate walls and so forth in their investigation. Has the study been
thorough enough to give a reliable estimate of the work, and the hazards, ahead?



4) I am curious about the elevator/s to the dome, to be removed. I hope that these are not
elegant historic elements of the building, but rather the sort of later accretions one is
eager to see carrted off for good.

Allin all, it must be emphasized that the proposed removal and abatement of
environmental hazards comprises a mere $.75 million in a restoration project reckoned to
claim some $14.25 million. This is a necessary first step-- on an urgent and fmportant
project. Delays have been too long, too costly and too debilitating already.

I look forward to seeing our courthouse restored to glory at the center of Lexington and
Fayette. The demolition and destruction at the heart of our city over the past decade has
all but driven me from making any but the most necessary frips there. [ can scarcely
describe how distressing it is to see-- literally, actually, every time one walks the street
and looks around and upward. Restoration of the Courthouse stands as a bright hope and
comfort in the decade to come.

I thank those of you who have given much time and care to the Courthouse project over a
period of many vears. I have been unable to Jocate any definite information about the

projected restoration, and would be grateful if [ could learn much more of it. Perhaps you
could send me some matenals.

With every best wish,

"
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1.6 INTRODUCTION

This document presents the results of an Analysis of Brownfieid Cisanup Alternatives (ABCA)
- for the Lexington Mistory Museum (Site, Property, or Subject igmpsrty} at 215 West Main Street,
Laxington, Kentucky. The Lexington-Fayetie Urban County Government (LFUCG) was
awarded a U.S. Environmental Protection Agency [EPA) Brownfislds Assessment Grant for
qualified environmental assessment work, a porfion of which was used at this site to conduct
surveys for asbestos-containing material (ACM), lead-based paint (LBP), and dust containing
lead. Other potential hazardous substances were aiso noted, including mold growth and bird
guanc, A hazardous materials inventory was aiso conducted o determine the number of
lamps, baliasts, mercury-containing devices, chiorofluorocarbon (CFC)-containing squipmeant,
and polychiorinated bipheny! {PCE}containing equipmeant. This ABCA includes a discussion of
the following:

e {dentification and Deveiopment of Cleanup Allernatives
o Description of Gurrent Situation
o. Establishment of Cleanup Objeclives
o Sereening of Cleanup Technologies
e Evaluation of Clagnup Allernatives
¢ Technical/Environmental/Human Health/instiutional
o Cost Estimates
« Jusiification and Recommaendation of Cleanup Alternativa(s)
o Technical
o Environmental

o Human Healh

1.1 Facliity Baclkground

AMEC was authorized by the LFUCG {o perform sampiing of building materiais for ACM, LBP, and
dust containing lead associated with the Lexingion History Museurn. The field survey was performed
by Mr. Mito Eldridge and WMr. Phillip Applegate, both ficensed asbestos inspectors in the State of

Kentucky. Figure 1 is a topographic map of the Site and adjacent areas. Figure 2 is an asrial
7 photograph of the Site.

215 W. Maln 81, Lexington, KY ARCA darivary 2014 Page 1
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information provided below on property description and history was derived from a Phase |}
Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) conducted by AMEC (AMEC 2012} The Lexingion
Mistory Museum building consists of approximately 41,500 square feet and while no build date
was provided, according to 2 plague mounted on fhe building, it was constructed betwsen 18098
and 1800. The building has been used as & museum since 2000. Prior to 2000, the building
was the Fayetie County Courthouse. The property is owned by the LEUCG.

The proposed redevelopment plar for the subject property is still being finalized. Since the
building is historic, renovations and restorations will take place to prepare it for continued public
or commercial use.

Recognized envircnmental conditions {RECs) were not ideniified based on the historical records
reviewsd and the site visit conducted. However., environmental concerns were noted in
comection with ACM, LBP, and mold.

AMEC reviewed a Limited Site Survey of tndoor Air Quality prepared by Alr Source Technology,
Inc. [ASTi) dated September 20, 2012, Initial laboratory testing for moid spores found three
areas on the first floor which suscepfible individuals should not enfer the “Fallen Heroes”
exhibit, the first floor hallway, and the Public Safety Exhibit. A follow up study was conducted
and visible mold was observed above the ceiling on the first fioor. According fo ASTI, water

intrusion appeears 1o be emanating from a second fivor balcony.

AMEC reviewed & Lead Paint Inspection Report prepared by the LFUCG Division of Faciliies
dated July 2012. This report found high levels of lead in the basement and penthouse of the
building, and recommended that these areas should be efther abated or stabilized by repainting
damaged walis and ceillings. For floors 1 through 4, speciallzed cleaning under 2 containment

setting with monitoring was recommendead.

AMEC reviewet an Interpretation of Lead-Based Paint Risk Assessment Report prepared by
Compliance Technoiogies, LLC (CT) dated August 6, 2012. This ietter recommended restricting
access to the basement and penthouse, and iimiting access to the 4" floor to staff only. Fioors
1 through 3 should be cleaned, and afterward an inspection, cleaning and mainienance

regiment shouid be implemented to reduce the exposure o potential hazards. This report also

245'W, Main 8L, Lexingion, KY ABCA January 2014 Page 2
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recommended airborne lead monitoring be conducted to determine If an airborne lsad hazard

exists. Finally, C7 recommended repair and maintenance items 1o reduce mold on the first
floor. e

AMEC reviewed an Asbesios dentification Survey and inspeaction Report prepared by the
LFUCG Division of Facilities dated July 2012, This report found Asbestos Containing Material
{(ACM} on all ficors of the building, though ACM on the 2™ floor was assumed, not confirmeac.
The report cited potential risks associated with fioor tile mastic on the 3™ and 4™ ficors, mastic
over fiber board on the 3" floor, pipe fitings throughout the building, soil and pipe fittings in the
crawlspace, and transiie panels and gaskets associated with mechanical systems. Air sampling

was conducted and found ashesios levels to ba balow the Permissible Exposure Limit (PEL)

"

1.2 Survey Resulis

This section summarizes the resulis of ACM, LBP, and dust containing lead surveys conducied

fo date at the Site. AMEC {2013} describes the detailed resulis of the survey conducted by
AMEC.

Results of ACM Survevs;

AMEC used the asbestos report prepared by the LFUCG Division of Faciliies as & base o
perform an updated asbestos survey. As part of AMEC's 2013 survey, a toial of 48 samples
were collected from 18 different homogeneous sampling areas to supplement earfier surveys.
For ashestos samples collected during the sutvey, a uhigue identification was assigned that
identified the homogeneous sampling ares and unique sampling number for sach sampie
coltected. Asbestos bulk samples and chain-of-cusiody submittal sheets ware delivered to the

AMEC iaboratory in Atianta, Georgia for asbesios analysis.

Of the samples collected and analyzed, seven malerials were reported fo contain asbesios in
varying concentrations, inciuding window caulk in the penthouse, white sheet flooring on the 4%
fioor, stairwell tread mastic on the 4™ floar, black mastic under the carpet, the boiler sealer,

boiler gasket and sguare duct insulation In the boiler room.,

215 W. Main Bt Lexington, KY ABTA January 2014 Page 3
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in December 2013, TriEco, LLC conducted additional sampling for ACM. A total of nine
sampies were collecied from three different homogeneous areas.

A summary table of all ACM identified as part of the surveys conducted in the bullding ncluding

a determination of quaniity based on findings of the three entities (AMEC, LFUCG and Triteo)

is inciuded below as Table 1.

Table 1. Summary of Asbestos-Containing Materials

1
Taterial i
Location | Material Location Pescription Qty | Condition Friable? {YIN} Notes
Cooling Tower i
Rotunda Paneis (Elevator |
Rotunda Penthouse Panegis} 520 SF 1 Minor Damage N 5
l i
Rotunda | f !
Raiunda Penthouse | Pipa insulation GLF | damaged | Y !
: ; ] !
Rotunda i E ] i
Rotunda Pepthouse Pipe Fitling 5 | damaged | Y
: E | Three seen,
: ! | twe at floor
fevet and one
Rotunda i | on top of
Sesket (vioration | elevainy ;
Rotundz Penthouse | dampening cloth) i 20 8E Mincr Darmage N control room, i
\ g Notidentified |
| L in initia! |
'l i! inspectior -
Penthouse Cider
WINGOWS.
i Unable w
i i safely sample
Pentniouse Affic | Window Glazing 140 5F Damaged ) Y - 3 windows.
H
FPanthouse s
Exterior Fenthouse Room 2 | Window Cauiking 50LF Damaged ¢ N 3 windows,
4th Fioar Black Mashic on i % %
. Ath fioor Fioar 3885 SF 3 good ; N i
4th Floor Mastic adhered to i i
4t floer exisiing floor tie 187 SF good | M
4th Floor Floor Mastic Under ] ;
4th floar Carpet { 4265 8F googd ] N
i : !
4th Fioor i
| 4th Fioor Pipe Chase | Pipe Fiting {15 | Minor damage | y
Pipe Wrap |
4th Fioor {Asbestos in Tar I
4h Floor Pipe Chase Coating) 50LF | Mingr damage N |
: -
‘ . |
4th Floor l i Stair Tread ! :
4th Fioor Stakrwal | MaterisiiMastic Z2208F qood N ! i
3rd Floor Fipe Fitting (some \
Throughout with tar Cogling) 91 minor damage Y i ]

216 W, Wain 8L, Lexington, KY ABCA

danuary 2014
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.. Lexington, KY

i i [ ¢ “
5 Wateriad l | E ;
Location Material Location | Description Qty Condifiop 2 Friabie? (YIN) ¢ Notes
| 3rd Fleor { Black Mastic on
| Srd Flogor i Fioor Gh6 SF good N
! !
3rd Fioor | Mastic adhared to ‘
| 3rd Fioor | existing froor the | 386 SF good N “
; ! ;
3rd Flooy i Fioor Mastic Unger I
3rd Floor Carpet 6728 5F acod M
2nd Floor Mastic aghered 1o :
i 2nd Ficor axisting floor tile 7366 SF | goed N |
f I ] z
| 2nc Fioor Floor Mastic Under i : 3 |
1 2nd Fioor Carpst | G48 SF oot ; N |
; a
| and Floor 1
| 2nd Fioor | Pine Fitling 120 minor damage Y !
f : i
i st Floor Mastic adhered to | ;
15l Flogr axizting foor tile | 2536 8F | gaod M |
15t Floor Floor Mastic Under i
| 1st Flgor + Carnet 5608 5F good | N
} H
st Floor | 1%t Fioor, Pharmacy & i ! i
Pubiic Sajety i Bafe Doars 300 B gaod N
] I
ist Fioor | ;
| 1st Fioor Pipe Fiiling {104 minor damage Y
! i ! assumed |
{ ! ! doers o i
! i ! stairways and
H é ather
1-4th Ficors : pertinent
! areas are fire
i { doors -
! [ | | quantity is !
1 | Various Rooms Fire Doors 10 good | N i estimated |
I i !
Basement { 5 E |
! Besement Crawispaces | Fipe Fitling 80 damaged | Y
| | T |
| Basement | ! impacted Sofl and §
: | Bzsement Crawispaces | debris | 4800 8= damaged | ¥ !
;‘ i ; : i Seaier, 55 5F
Basement l i Rope Saskel,
1 Basement Boiler Roosm Boiler 1 |  damaged Y 24 LF
Basement i | Bquare Duct
| Boller Basemeni Room 5 E Insufation 180 8F good Y Bodler Duat
E[ Efevator [ ( | ai
i ! Eievator | brake shoes elevator | 2 L upknown | Y ; !

Resulis of Lead-Based Paint Survey:

in December 2013, Trikco, LLC used the inilial lead based paint survey o conduct 2 LBP

quantity survey and performed some additional sampling for iead-based paint. A total of seven

paint chip samples wers collected to supplement the original inspection conducted by LFUCG,
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Basad on the previaus survey results, LBP has been identified in the building. A summary table
of aif LBP identified as part of the surveys conducted in the building including a detarmination of
guantity based on findings of the thres entities (AMEC, LFUCG and TritEco) isincluded below as
Table 2. in the penthouse AMEC observed pigeon guano up to three inches thick and in many
places the guano is mixec with peeling LBP. The area affected is approximately is 50 fest x 70

fest, pius balconies and equinment, AMEC estimates approximately 6,000 square fest with &
mixiure of guano and flaked LBP,

Tabie 2: Summary of Lead Based Paint

L.ocation Description - Quarntity Linit Notes
Wails 8OO0 Sk inciudes ormate plaster
Fenthouse/Rotunds Cedings 1200 BF includes dome area
Floors | st0 SF Cancrete ficar
Walls o
4th Fioor Gaittngs ] ]
Fioors ¢ g
; Ard Fiogr Cellings { ;
1 Floars ! 0 1
; Window Sash 1 Room 46 - Wall A - Right
! walls 1388 ] - i Room 81 - ﬁg}%f; %gs‘h‘?‘;‘; ]\;'Zaz\l:sé Rgcr; 70 - Well A7
Celiings 8200 §F | _ Throughout
2nd Fioor ; Fioors o
“Window Well 2 i Room 85 - Wall C - Left, Right/
Window SHl | 5 Room 67 - Wall [ - Left, Room 88 - Wall A - Lef,

! Right, Center and Wail D - Right

Room 75 - Walis C.B/ Room 76 - Walls B, C/ Room
J J 77 - At Walis/ Room 78 - Walis A, B, T/ Room 78 -
Walis A, B, C, D/ Room 80 - Walls B, C, D/ Reom 82 -
= : r v
Walls |7 8% 1 Wais &, B, C. D/ Room 87 - Walls G. Bf Room 97 -

Walis B, C, D/ Room 28 - Walls C, I/ Room 100 -

Wall D
t8{ Floor -
Cetlings ; 4136 | SF Rooms 78, BO, 81, 82, 87, 85, 50, 83, 84, 25, 06, U7
Fiocors & 0 i i
|
Rfienri Reom 82 - Wall B - Left, Right and Wall C - Center/
Window S 1 8 [ | Room &3 - Wall D - Lelt/ Room 97 - Wall O - Lett
| |
window Well | 1 j Room 88 - Wall C - Left
215 W, Main 54, Lexington, KY ABCA January 2014
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H ]
& Location Description l CQuantity Uit Notes
Window Jamo | 1 Room 86 - Wall C - Lek
Walls | 50 sE All walis .
Basement Ceilings | 277 oF - All celiings
Floors L 2877 s Al floars
; Stairways i Walis 1200 SF Basament access only
: ¥ - !

The Departmant of Housing and Urban Development Guidelines for the Evaluafion and Controf
of Lead-Based Paint Hazards in Housing (June 1895}, and the EPA Resgquirements for Lead-
Based Paint Activiies In Targel and Child-Ceeupled Facilifies (40 CFR Part 745) provide
regulatory and industry guidelines for conducting lead-based paint sampling. Both HUD and
EPA have set a threshoid of 5,000 parts per million (ppmy), or 0.53% by weight, for defining LBP,
Additionaily, the Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) defines lead-free paint as
coniaining no graater than 0.068% lead by weight. OSHA has no “lower threshold” for axposure
of iead, and therafore any remediation contractor should be informed of the results of the survey

gc the appiicabie requirements and regulations are followed.

Results of Lead Dust Survey:

Lising the resuits of lead dust wipe sampling previously conducted by LFUCGE, AMECT colisctad
20 additional lead wipe sampies in order 1o determine current conditions within the building.
Regarding lead dust, the EPA and HUD standard for isad dust is 40 micrograms per square fest
(ug/ft®) on floars, 250 ug/t on interior window sills, and 400 ug/f? for window troughs. Tabie 3
below summarizes AMEC’s dust wipe sample resulfs,

Table 3 Summary of 2013 Survey Results —~ Lead Dust Wipe Sampies

Locatiosn | Sample Name ' Result {ugt?) }
Attic Stair Landing Ficor E PED-01 7,400

4" fioor Roem 22 Fioor | PBD-02 47 [

| 4" floor N. Stairway fioor PBD-03 360

4" fioor Room & fioor PBD-04 | 310
4" fioor Lobby N. fioor PBD-05 | 220 ]
i j
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] Location Sample Name | Result {uglft’)
‘ t
3" floor Room 47 foor PRD-06 5 35
® 1
~id - | 1
3 ﬂogr entry to N. PRD-07 94
stairway floor
| [
37 fioor Room 36 floor | PRD-08 } <40
3% fioor Room 45 floor | PBD-09 ! <10
| 2" fior Room 62 fioor PBD-10 i 150
| !
] | |
| 2™ fioor Room &7 fioor 5 PBD-11 g 24
| , |
| 2 floor iobby floor | PBD-12 | 68 |
| 4 | |
| 2™ ficor stairway floor l PRD-13 & 180
| ! H ]
: ‘ .a |
| 17 floor entrance lobhy | PRD-14 i ag f
E floor s . !
1
= |
E o
17 floor enfrance lobby BB 206
floor
| 1% floor Room 79 fioor | PBD-16 17 L
! i
| I
sl g - ;
1% fioor entrance lobhy PRD-17 81
floor
51 - P 1
1% floor eievator lobby . PBO-18 50 j
fioor i i
g Basement floor ] PBD-16 340
! : i
i i
Basement Mechanical PED-20 . 620
Room floor

Based on the resulis of the lead dust survey. In atdition to the areas impacted by lead based
paint, the foliowing table represents the additional areas of the building potentially impacted by
lead dust which may require additional cleaning or removal. The drop ceifling has nof been

sampied, but in some areas is located beneath areas painted with loose and fiaking LBP.

215 W, Main St., Laxingion, KY ABCA Jdanuary 2014 Page 8



LFUCE
Lexington History Museum, 215 W, Main St., Laxington, KY
Analysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives

Table 4: Lead Dust impacted Areas

: Logation |  Description. | Quantity:| Unit | Notes |
4in Floor Floors 1274 | SF | - j
3rd Fioor Fioors 1387 SF |
2nd Fioor Fioors 1428 SF |
18t Floor Fioors 2457 | §F | |
4th Fioor Drop Ceifing Q500 SF -arge amount ow;;;:.\;iation and deoris ?
3rd Floor Drop Ceiling 9500 SF
Znd Floor Drop Ceiling 2500 SF
1stFloor | Drop Ceiling 8500 | SF

Other Surveyfinspection Results:

AMEC counted a total of approximately 455 fluorescent light fixtures in the building, sach likely
having at least one baltast. No iabeled PCB containing light baliasts were cbserved. AMEC
also conducied & visual screening survey of the buiidings for the presence of suspected
radioactive material containing smoke deteciors or lighted exit signs. A ftotal of 25 lighted exit
signs were seen in the buitding along with emergency lighting.

Potential sources of mercury seen inside the buildings included the foliowing:

« 4 oot Fluorgscent light tubes — approximately 1,700 light tubes were seen in the
buitding;

= All thermostats inspected were electiic. No mercury containing thermostats were
saen in the building.

A visual screening survey of equipment within the buiidings was conducted o observe and
document the presence, location, and condition of equipment which may contain CFC
refrigerants such as R-11, R-12, and R-22. Examples of such equipment include refrigerators,
air conditioning units, and walk-in coolers and freezers. AMEC visually inspecied the aguiprment
for external iabels indicating CFC content and serial numbers. AMEC's scape did not include

dismantiing or opening any equipment. The following equipment was seen on the roof of the
warahouse building:

= Approximately 11 window air conditioning units sesn within the building

215 W. Main Si., Laxingion, KY ABCA January 2014 Pape ©
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» 3 residential 2 ton air condiiioning coll units in the penthouse.

AMEC noted approximately 320 total square feet of moid growth on the 1%, 2™, 3% and 4%

floors. Some areas have musty odors without visible mold growth.

245 W, Main 3%, Lexingion, KY ARCA January 2094 Page 10
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2.0  IDENTIFICATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES

This section describes establishment of cleanup cbjectives and screening of remedial
technoiogies.

2.1 Establishment of Remedial Objectives

ACM is subjact to a variety of regulatory reguirements summarized as foliows:

« 40 Code of Federal Regulations {(OFR) 61 — Nalional Emissions Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) requires removal of ACM from buildings prior to
renovation or demoiition. This typically requires an mntrusive investigation to identify
ACM hidden in fioors, wall, celtings, eic,

= 40 CFR 763 - EPA Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act (AHERA) recuires
managemsnt of asbastes in schools and provides g standard of care for ashestos
surveys. AHERA surveys are typicslly baseline surveys; they do not identify several
types of NESHAP regulated materials (2.5, hidden or exterior ACM).

« 20 CFR 1910.1101 ~ Occupational Safety & Health Adminisiration (OSHA) asbestos
regulations reguire management of asbestos in buildings to protect workers. AHERA
surveys mest the OSHA requirement to identify ACM in bulldings.

LBP is subject {o the following regulation, at a minimum:

v O8HA 1926.62, Safely & Heslh Regulations for Construction,
Occupational Health & Environmental Conirols, Lead

In accordance with the current consensus of federsl agencies such as the EPA, OSHA. National
Institute of Occupational Safety and Health (NICSH), and Centers for Disease Control {CDC)
and incustry organizalions such as the American Industrial Hygiene Association {AIHA),
Armerican Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists {(ACGHH), and American College of
Environmental Medicine (ACOEM), molds are present everywhere (ubiquitous) in the
environment {indoors and outdoors) and the mere presaence of mold spores detacted on an air

sample and/or tape sample is not necessarily indicalive of a potential hazardous condition.

215 W, Main 81, Lexingion, KY ABUA January 20174 Fage 1
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Currently, the consensus is that there are no known guaniities of fungl or moids that would be
considered acceptable or unacceptable for indoor environments with respect 1o heatth. This is
dug fo the vartability of human responses to moids and/or other biézio‘gicai agents and the lack of
relevant scientific studies. Therefore, there are currently no permissible exposure fimits or
threshold itmit values for exposures to moids. However, the identification of mold growth in
indoor environments should be remediated because mold physically destroys the building
materials it is growing on, mold growih is unsightly and may produce offensive odors, and may

notentially sensitize and produce responses in aliergic individuals.

2.2 Exposure Pathways

If friable and damaged, ACM, unless addressed and included in an Operations and
Maintenance {O&M) Plan, can result in exposure to building cccupants. Exposure fo LBP or
dust containing lead of workers during construction projects and during later ocoupancy of a
commercial or industrial facility is governed by U.S. and Kentucky Qccupational Health and
Safety Administration regulations (e.g., 29 Code of Federal Regulations 1826.82). Exposure 1o

mold can affect humans by three ways: aliergic reactions, infections, and toxicity.

2.3 Sereening of Cleanup Technologies

This section discusses screening of appropriate cleanup technologies for Site media.

234 Gensral Response Actions

(General response actions describe those actions that will satisfy the site remsdial objectives.
These include:

« No action;

s Engineering and/or institutlonal controls;

e Encapsuiation;

¢« Abaternent or otherwise removal of the medium: and

« Any combpination of the above technologies, as appropriate.

Specific remedial fechnologies then were Identified for these general response actions, as
described in Section 2.3.2.

215 W, Main 5L, Lexingion, KY ABCA danuary 2014 . Pags 2
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2.3.2 identification of Potential Remedial Technoiogies

A comprehensive list of cleanup affernatives was assembled for the ABCA. Several remedial
' technoiogies or categories of technologies ‘were ideniified and screenad, and are listed balow.
A list of potential remedial technologies is described in Table 1. This table identifies sach
potential rermedial technology, compares the technology against relevant screening criteria, and

provides a brief description of each technology and its apparent advantages and disadvantages.

ACH:
No Action
Removal/Abatement

Encapsulation

LBPBust containing Lead/Guane Mixed with LBP:
No Action

Removal/Abaiement

Encapsulation

Wiold:
No Acfion

Cleaning/Vacuurming

Biscarding of {{&ffecmd Materials

233 Description of initial Potential Remedial Technoiogies

2.3.3.1 No Action

under the no action option, no remedial action or monitoring would be performed, nor would any
engineering or institutional controls be implemented. This aliernative is provided as & bassline

for comparison o the remedial technologies considered.
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2.3.3.2 Removal/Abatement

Removal/Abatement of ACM. This invoives removal of ACM identified in the survey, except
for certain roofing materials, using & licensed contractor. This preciudes having to develop and
implement an O&M Plan for friable materials.

Removal/Abatement of LBP/Dust containing Lead/Guano mixed with LBP. This alternative
involves removal of components with LBP or dust containing lead and properly disposing of
wasies. Removal of LBP + dust + guano is included in this category.

2.3.3.3  Encapsulation and Other Alternafives

For friable ACM and lead in paint. encapsulation is an alternative which would be designed 1o
prevent exposure 1o of release of fibers, dust, or other materials containing these substances.
For exampie, an encapsulating acrylic, water-pased, low VOC primer and conditionar can be
applied to fibrous and porous ACM. This functions as a penetrating and flexible encapsulant
and primer tc which a topcoat{s) can be applied. Other similar elastomeric acrylic coatings can
alsc be used to encapuslate painted surfaces. Most encapsulants can be brushed, rolied, or
sprayed on. If ACM is {o left in piace, E.e:., not removed/abaied, then an O&M Plan will be
required 10 be developed and implemented. This Plan would detail training requirements for
empioyees and contraciors, nofification reguirements prior o ACM removal activities,
administrative procedures covering work that may disturb ACM, maintenance of ACM including
routine maintenance and cleaning and discussion of prohibited activities, requirements for

removing or disturbing ACM, and reguirements for ACM contractors/consultants,

2.3.834  Cieaning/Vacuuming

Vacuuming can inciude wet vacuuming to be used oniy whan materials are stitt wet and should
not be used to vacuum porous materials. A High-Efficiency Particutate Air (HEPA) vacuum can

be used as part of final remediation after materials have been theroughly dried and
confaminated materiats ramavad.

Cleaning invoives removal of mold from non-porous surfaces by wiping or scrubbing with water
or water + detergent. Surfaces must be thoroughly dried after cleaning to minimize further mold
growth. Biogkie {&.¢., bisach) may ba used but does not remove the moid
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2.3.3.5  Discarding of Affected Materials

Parous materials that are wet and have mold growth may not bs able 1o be cleanad, since the
motd can be difficult 1o completely remove from emply spaces or crevices. In these cases, the

materials may have to be discarded. The typical procedurs is to double bag and seal the
materials in polyethyviene sheeting

234  initial Screening Criteriz for Potential Remedial Technologies

The inifial screening of potential remadial technologies has been completed based upon six

balancing factors, as described beiow. The six baiancing factors are summarized balow.

e Effectiveness - Considers the magnitude of risk from unfreated contamination or
treatment residuals, adequacy of institutional and engineering controls, extent to

which benefictal uses ars resiored or protected, and fime uniil remedial action
objectives are achieved,

s long-term Reifiabilify - tvaluates the reliability of the treatment technology, the
reliability of engineering and institutional confrols necsasary to manage risk, and
unceriainties in iong-term management {operation, mainienance, and monitoring).

e Implemeniability & Implementability Risk - Focuses on praciical, technical, and
tegal difficulties and unknown factors associated with the remedy; the abifity o
monitor effectiveness; federal, state, and jocal requirements; and the avaiiability of
necessary services, materfals, squipment, and specialists. Also iooks at potential
impacts on the community; poleniial impacts on workers and site operstions:

poiential impacts on the environment, and the tims reguired 1o complete the
remedial action.

« Reduction of Toxiciy, Mcbliity, or Volume of Wastes - Focuses on freaiment
process used and matetials iested; the amount of hazardous materials desfroved
or treated; the degrees of expected reductions in toxicity, mobility, and volume; the
degree to which treatment s irreversible; and the type and guantity of residuals
remaining after treatmeant. ’

v State and Community Accepiance - Considers reuse and future pianning.

« Reasonablengss of Cost - Determines capital, operation and mainienance, and
periodic review costs of the remedial aclion; and the degree to which cosis are
oroportionate 1o bensfifs to human haalth and the environment.
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Estimates of construciion costs or other costs, if any in later sections, are order-of-magnitude
esiimates only and are only 1o be usedfor comparison of aliernatives.

The potentially applicable remadial technologies are evaluated in greater detall in later sections
o assist in determining which remedial technology or fechnologies may be most appropriate for
the site. The remedial technologies inciuded in the screening process are groupad into sevaral

general response actions, as described in Section 2.3.1, and the results of the screening are
summarized in the following sections.

2.3.41 No Action

The No Action option has no Inherent implementation risk, has no cost, and is easily
impiementable. However, the No Action option is not effective and does not offer long-term
reliability, bacauss it s not protective of human health and the environment. Furthermaore, the

claanup goals for the site would not be met if this option were implemenisd. However, this
alternative will be refained o serve as a hasaline,

2.3.4.2 Removal

RemovallAbatement of ACM, For existing friable ACM, abatement provides the best solution
for mifigating risks and avoiding later exposure should the site not be maintained propaerly. Cost
will depend on the extent of friable ACM to be sbated behind current walls, but this may not be
an issue because of the exiensive refurbishment that may be required to meet fuiure use plans.
ACM abatement, except for certain roofing materials, is retained.

Removal/Abatement of LBP/Dust containing Lead/Guano mixed with LBP. L[BP, dust
containing lead, and guano mixed with LBP removal is a highly iabor intensive activity, and
creates an increased risk of associated exposure {0 site personnel, This aitemative is retained

far removal of flaking paint, paint chips on floors, accurnuiated dust coniaining lead, and LBP
mixed with guano.

2.34.3  Encapsudation and Other Alfernatives associated with ACM and Paint

Encapsuiation does not remove the need fo maintain friable ACM, s such an approach would
require an Q&M Plan. To alfow for & variety of potential redevelopment scenarios for the interior

of the bullding, encapsulation is not considered viable for fable ACM. However, for LBP, this
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alternative is considered appropriate because exposure can be minimized through easily

available encapsulation products.

2.3.4.4  Cleaning/Vacuuming for Mold

Based on the survey, extensive mold growth is not present in the building. it is not considered
cost effeciive to clean the areas affected by moeld. Therefore, this alternative is nof retained.
2.3.4.5 Discarding of Affected Materials

This alternative is retained to account for the need o remove the small area of materials with
mald growth that cannot not cost effectively be cleaned or vacuumed in place.

2.4 Retained Remedial Technologies

As described in Section 2.3, several poiential remedial technologies appeared to mest the
scresning cofiteria and are retained for further evaluation. The retained potential technologies
are discussed further in Section 3.0,
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340 IDENTIFICATION OF CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES

Based upon the screening in Ssction 2, the following alternatives were identified, and will be
discusgsed in detall in the subseguent sections:

Alfernafive Ne. 1 — No Action

Altemative No. 2 — Removal/Abatement (ACM; fiaking & flaked paint. dust containing lead;
guano mixed with LBP)

Alternative No. 3 - Encapsulation for Remainder of LBP

Alternative No. 4 — Cieaning/Vacuuming of Mold

. Alternative No. § —~ Discarding of Affected Materials

Media (contaminant) Retained Alternatives

LBP 1 - No Action; 2 — Removalfdbatement; 3 — Encapsulation

i
i

ACM & Dust with Lead | 1 - No Action: 2 — Removal/Abatement
3

iokd 1 - No Action; 5 — Discarding

A broad conceptual design and summary of these remedial alternatives is provided to enable
adequate evaluation and comparison. It is expected that a final detailed design of the selected
remedial alternafive will be completed prior to impiementation. As part of the design process,
necessary modifications to the conceptual design may be necessary. Alsc note that the cost
estimates included In the evaluation are based upon a conceptual design and are provided only
fo enabie comparison of alternatives.

3.1 Alternative 11 No Action

Alternative 1 would involve no remedial actions and serves as a baseline for comparing cther
alternatives. Facility activiies would ccour without any restrictions and without regard for
existing contamination or conditions,

3.2 Alternative 2: Removal/Abatement

Aliernative 2 involves abatement of ACM, dust containing lead, as well s flaking or flaked LBP

or guano mixed with LBF as found in the surveys and inspections reviewed in Section 1.2.
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It is assumed that ACM in the windows will be abated by removing the glazing and caulking. It
is anticipated that i abatement of window glazing is by window removal and replacement,
review and approval of a mitigation plan will be required by the Kentucky Mistoric Preservation
Office. Abatement eliminates the risk from friable ACM. However, a basic O8M Plan will also
be reguired for any ACM ieft in place.

Removal for dust confaining lead could include HEPA vacuuming, swesping ficors, and/or
wiping affected surfaces. For LBP, flaking paint and loose paint on the fioor, dust containing
tead, and guano mixed with LBP would be removed and disposed oiff-site as hazardous waste, if

sampies fail the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure for lead.
33 Alternative 3: Encapsulation

This alternative involves applying a coalingls) o LBP on walls t0 remain afler removal of fiaking
and flaked paint. Coating types could inctude epoxy, acrviic, polyurethane, polyurea, oii-bass,
and latex. Imporiant properiies to consider when choosing a coating inciude elongation (e,
elasticity or rigidity), dry film thickness, drying or curing time, and compatibility with existing
surfaces. Epoxy-type coalings are widely used for LBP encapsulafion, Epoxy coafings
generally consist of a three part epoxy-polyamide coaling aoplied in & primary layer, clad laver,
and surface laver.

3.4 Alternative §: Discarding of Affected Malerials

For certain materials that cannot be cost effectively cleaned or where the mold cannot be
completely removed (e.g., carpet and backing, porous flooring, furniture, walilboard, wood), they
will need fo be placed in sealed bags or sheeting and discarded as construction waste or other

appropriate disposat (e.g., if also ACM, then disposal at a permitted landfill,
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4.5  EVALUATION OF CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES

in this section, sach retained cleanup alternative is described in greater detail, Each atternative
w;s evaiuated against protectiveness, effectiveness, long-term reliability, implementability,
implementation risk, and cost reasonabieness. Capital and cperation and maintenance costs
are expressed in 2013 dolilars. The cost estimates are not based on coniractor bids, and are
therefore order of magnitude estirmates only.

4.1 Alternative 1. No Aciion

Protectiveness. The No Action alternative does not achieve the protectiveness requirements,
and the corrective action objectives are not satisfied.

Effectiveness. The altemative is not effective at reducing or managing risk. The magnitude of
residual risk 1s unacceptable,

Long-term Relfability. This aiternative does not achieve long-term refiability.
implementability. The No Acfion alternative is sasy 1o implement.

Implementation Risk. No risk would be incurred during implementation of the No Action
alternative.

Reasonableness of Cost.  No costs would be incurred in implementing the No Action
aftermnative.

4.2 Atternative 2: RemovaliAbatement

Aiternative 2 invoives removal of ACM currently identified in the building, with the exception of

roofing materiais. Alternative 2 also invoives removal of flaking and flaked LBP, dust containing
lead, and guano mixed with LBP.

Protectiveness. This allernalive salisfies the protectiveness criferion.  Protectiveness is
achieved by removal of friable, mast of the non-friable ACM, LBP that is currently flaking on

walls and paint chips on ficors, dust confaining iead, and guano mixed with LBP.

Effectiveness. This alternative is effective, since the risk of exposure to fiable ACM will be

mitigated and the risk of non-friable ACM becoming friable is also eliminated. The main hazards

215 W, Main 84, Lexington, KY ABCA January 2014 Page 10
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from LBP, which derives from fiaking and flaked paint, dust containing lead, ant guano are aiso
eliminated. '

e

Long-Term Reliability. "Removaliabatement is & permanent fix for ACW and LBP, dust, and
guang.

Implementability.  implementation of Alternative 2 would be moderately difficult,  Proper
containment and health & safsly practices would have fo be implemented during
removal/abatement, and final air and other clearance sampies collecied before re-occupation of
abated areas would be allowed.

implementation Risk. The implemenialicn risk assoclaied with this alternative is considered
low to modarate, Potential ACM behind walls would have o be removed. For cleaning up
flaked and flaking paint, dust containing lead, and guano mixed with LBP, contractors will need
to include appropriaie health & safely considerations.

Reasonableness of Cost. A cost estimate for abatameant of ACW is included in Table 5, which
provides cost details which are for order of magnitude estimating purpeses only and assume

concurrent abatement of AGM, LBP, dust containing lead, and guano mixed with LBP.

4.3 Alternative 3: Encapsulation

Alternative 3 involves application of coaling{s) to paint remaining on surfaces and known fo
contain lead.

Protectiveness. This aliernative sailisfies the protectiveness criterion.  Proieciiveness is

achieved by minimizing exposure since the current paint will be beneath newly applied coatings.

Effectiveness. This alfernative is effective, since existing coating technologies are available
which have been used in similar applications. To increase effectiveness, it may be necessary

during buiiding refurbishment fo remove small argas of paint where it is damaged or beginning
o fiake.

Long-Term Refiability. Several types of long-lasting, robust coatings have been deveioped
which should minimize O&M.
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implementability, implementation of Altlernative 3 would be relatively easy. Coatings are

readily available and application with rollers, brush, or other typical methods for applying paint
can be used.

implementation Risk. The implementation risk associated with this aliermative is considered
low. Coatings can be applied as part of building refurbishment.

Reasonabieness of Cost. A cost estimate for LBP encapsulation, removal of fiaking, flaked,

and loose or heavily damaged LBP, moid abatement, and guano removal is provided in Table 5,

4.4 Alternative 5: Discarding of Affected Materiais

Alternative © invoives removal of mold-containing materials that cannot be cost effectively
cleaned.

Protecfiveness. This altemative satisfies the protectiveness criterion.  Protectiveness is
achieved by removing from the building certain materiais with moid growth. However, this
alternafive assumes that other measures. are aken. during building refurbishment to sliminate
watet intrusion after clear-up 1o minimize later mold growth.

Effectiveness. Thig alternative is effective, since mold growth is stopped by removali of certain
affected materials, 25 long as concomitant efforis are made to eliminate water nfrusion or

moisture issues during building refurbishwment to minimize later growth on surfaces that remain.

Long-Term Reliabilty, Long-term reliability is good, if efforts o eliminate watsr intrusion
and/or moilsture issues are aise undertaken as part of clean-up {but such efforts are not
included in cost estimates for this ABCA),

implementability. implementation of Aliemative 5 would be relatively easy. During buitding
refurbishment if materiais such as porous flooring, wallboard, wood, or carpet must be removed,
it is assumed disposal can be as construciion waste, unless the rmalerials also contain
asbestos, lead, or other hazardous substances. In some cases, testing may be required to

determine proper disposal methods and locations.
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implementation Risk. The implementation risk associated with this alternative is considered

low, as long as appropriate PPE is worn by mold remediation contraciors and aporopriate

containment is employed 1o limit release of mold info the alr and surroundings.

Reasonabieness of Costi, The cost estimate for Alternative 5 is included in Tabie 5.

Table 5: Cost Estimates for Altermative 5

Fayetie County Courthouse Cost Estimate / Assumes Soals Wagas

“Centraeygy |+ otahGostEstimata:
Conmminaet or [ T S ) S 1 sy L iy Gontaniinantior
Companent AstFioer Wl 2nd Rioor | L% oo T Lty Floor: Faasement. ;| Rownds | Crawlspaces to 5% £10%) ‘Component - F
FT— R §15802 ) 24,13 546,581 52,500 §4,865 §72,106 516,651 T3 45K
LEF/Final Giean Up 56,750 540,957 25,650 $3.754 315,325 540,358 50 §5.281 SI02.090
TP E“fLighas 522,305 22,365 22305 S2:. 300 | genls 60,006 50 $17,75% 165,778
[Erevator Remowt [ 0 $0 50 i 50 58,500 56 S50 59,350
1S cafioing 5 50 50 5¢ ] 50 $40,500 51 54,050 44, BB
[oep Cailings §10,500 $10.800 310,808 §15.800 50 [ 35 54,620 583,120
[Guero 50 50 50 501 30 $24.000 [ 52,450 $36,400
; -
Total E“ifi"mm B grases 552,905 B | §8Ra20 $53,128 578,278 §72.108 55,034 614,173
*MPE = mechenizal plimbing, & eiscinca
For scitlitional assumptions, ses Section 5.0 of the ABCA
Additionz! Tasks  |CostEstimate
Mobiization $3,000
Dewelop Specifications for $14.000
Apatement '
|
Containment Teardown & $5.000
Demobilization b
'Reports $15,000
O&M Pian 85,000
Prect Management,
Clearance Tesiing, & 545,000
Dvarsight
TOTAL Additional
$87.,000
Tasis:

Fotal TostEstimate: B514473 +HB7.000+ 7 0% contingency =§771,290
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5.0 RECOMMENDED CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES

The sefection of the recommended cleanup altematives fs based upon the evaiuation and
y - @ s 3 .
comparison of alternatives coniained within preceding sections of this report. -

Based upon the evaluation of the technologies, the recommended remedial alternatives are as
foliows:

"

Altemnative No. 2 - Removal/Abatement (ACM: LBP that is flaking or is on floors; it should be

assumed that all fiaking and flaked paint contains lead; dust containing lead: and guano mixed
with LBP).

Altiernative No. 3 - Encapsuiation for LBP that is not flaking or flaked or badly damaged.

Alternative No. 5 — Discarding of Certain Affected Materials with Mold

Media {contaminant} | Alterpatives

Asbesios; dust

containing lead; guanc 2 — RemovalfAbatement
rmixed with LBP

2 - Removal/Abaiement, 2 -
LBP

Encapsulation
Mold & — Discarding of Affected Materials

ACM identified in Table 1 will be abated, with the potential exception of safe and fire doors.
These doors will either remain or be replaced.

Per 401 KAR 58:040 (Requirements for Asbestos Abatement Entities), disposal will ocour at &
landfill that has approval from the KDWM to accept asbestos-containing waste according to the

provisions of Tille 401, Chapter 47, and shall mest all other applicabie local, state, and federal
laws,

LB that is not flaking, flaked, or heavily damaged will be encapsulated with 2 durabie,
compatibie coaling system.  Prospective vendors will be contacted and their products
researched to determine which is best for this application (e.g., Fiericck Technologies, Inc.
LBP encapsuiants).
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LBP identified in previous and current surveys that is fiaking, fiaked, or heavily damaged, dust
containing lead, and BP mixed with guanc will be abated, ‘vCieanmup criteria for surfaces with
dust containing lead will be determined after a detailed building renovation/restoration and
future use plan has been develeped,

The scope of wark for cleanup of the building inciudes removal of other reguiated materials such
as fluorescent lamps, baliasts, mercury-containing devices, CFC-containing equipment, and

CB-containing eguipment. Alternatives for such items were not considerad.
The foliowing list of assumptions is refevant to the cost estimates and proposed work:

t. Only walls and cefling components with identified Lead Based Paint (LBP) wil be
encapsuiaied following removal of loose and peeling paint. All remaining surfaces that
did not contain LBP as identified through testing, have been removed from the scope of
work and are not included in the estimates provided,

Z. Mold identified on surfaces, including walls and drop celling iiles, will be stabliized
during the LBP management and ceiling tiie removai.

3. Water intrusion o deter future mold growth will be managed by others. Assistance will
Be provided during the abatement, demoliion, and stabiiization process to identify
potential waler intrusion areas,

4. Removal of one (1) elevator will be necessary to remove the machanical components
from the 4th floor areas. The shaft will be left open foliowing abatement, demolition, and
stabilization efforts. A cost o re-install the elevator is not inciuded in the estimates
provided.

5. An aflowance has been placed into the estimate to allow for & 400 amp elecirical pane!

and temporary service provisions to each floor. Usage fees have been inciuded in the

estimates, Temporary provisions will remain upon completion for re-construction
pUrposes.

Estimate has been determined based on wages from the U.S. Department of Labor.

Pricing assumes that a Structural Engineer has evaluated and confirmad that the

meachanical room floor can support the required weight of scaffoiding anticipated and
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10.

11,

12

13.

14,

18,

also that the dome and access areas can support the manjweight reguired for
stabilization-and removal of guanoc.

Light fixtures and ballasts are included in the cost of removal and disposal.

No testing, removal, or disposal of miscellaneous stored chemicals is inciuded in the
estimate provided. |

Ceiling tile and grid are Included as funded items dus to potential LBP & mold and for
access 1o LBP painted areas required for stabiiization throughout the buliding.

Crawl space areas have been estimated based on limited visual inspection ang
provided drawings. it is anticipated that 3" of existing dirt fioor surface inside the crawl
space areas wilt be removad due to damaged ACM.

. All fioors will be cieaned in preparation of remodeling upon completion of demoiition,

abatement, and stabilization.

Depending on the renovation plan, pricing nas been provided for complete abatement of
all carpst glue.

No aestructive sampling was performed during the inspection(s) process. Hidden or
inaccessibie materials may be encountered during the demolition / abatement process.

These materigls have not been accounted for by any aliowance within this cost
estimate,

Pricing does not include any ceramic tile, bathroom fixtures, or divider wall removal.

An Q&M Plan will be requived for remaining LBP or ACM. Other constraints/conditions include:

¢ Contractors associated with the renovation activities should be trained in ‘lead safe
work practices’, follow all appiicable OSHA reguiations regarding renovation and
LBP, including requirements for air sampling and respirator use (if applicable), and
perform & Toxicly Characteristic {saching Procedure (TCLP) analysis of 2 sampie of
the represeniative waste stream for lead prior to disposal to determine if the waste s
considered hazardous as i relales to lead.

s Al contractors and employess should be alerted to the presence and location of the
identified LBP, dust containing lead, and LBP mixed with guano and associated
hazards, in accordance with applicable OSHA reguiations.
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« Employeas who work with LBP or dust containing lead shouid be provided with

proper personal protective equipment, as well as the appropriafe removal equipment,

fraining &nd licensure as applicable.

« Al LBP, materials mixed with LBP, or dust containing lead must be dispossd of in
accordance with the Federal, State and Local reguiations.

«  Removal of LBP or materials containing tead should be monitored 1o ensure that no
lead dust is released infc ambient air.  Alr monitoring must be performed in

accordance with applicable regulations and potentially affecied employees. st be
notified of any LBP work.

« |f desmed necessary, a standardized specification for abatement shouid be
established for the removal of ACM and LBP. itis recommend that 2 licensed ACM
and LBP designer develop the specification to address important issues including an
accurais scope' of work, regulatory requirements, insurance requirements,

notification procedures, air sampling requirements, and other perfinant information.

+ |f concealed LBP or ACM is cobserved during renovation activities, it will be

necessary fo investigate and collect samples in order to confirm the presence or
absence of LBF or ACM.,

For remediation of mold, professional judgment will be used to determine the methods, PPE,
and containment needad. A more in-depth mold survey may also be required to develop a
remediation plan. Cost estimates in this ABCA have not considered application of moid
resistant, fungicidal, or other speciaity coatings on surfaces affected by mold.  Also,
waterproofing of building maierials or components has not been considerer and is assumed o
e part of other building refurbishment, Any materials discarded because of mold growth should

be properly disposed based on whether ACM, LBP, andior other hazardous substances are
present,
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During

removal of hazardous materials such as fluorescent lamps, sic., the following

precautions and steps should be taken:

=
&

Ballasts andior eguipment manufactured subseguent to 1879 were required to be
labaled as not containing PCBs. Therefore, ballasts and/or equipment observed labeled
“No PCRs” are considerad 1o not contain PCBs. If the *No PCBs” label is not observed,
a hallast should be assumed to contain PCBs.

Fluorescent lighting ballast for the building may also contain di (2-sthythexyl) phthalate
{DEHP), which was used a replacement for PCE uniil around 1981, DEHP containing
hallasts should also be handled and disposed of in accordance wilh applicable
reguiations. '

in accordance with current Kentucky Division of Waste Management recommendations,
AMEC recommends that during renovations f PCB containing or uhiabeled ballasts are
found, the equipment and baliasts be removed and disposed of by a qualified hazardous
waste contractor and sent to an EPA and Kentucky approved recycling facillty.

Leaking or suspected leaking PCB-coniaining eguipment and/or ballasts should be
segregated from the other non-leaking items and immediately placed in seaied 8-mil
thick plastic bags andfor lined 58-galion metal drums for handling and disposat at an
approved incineraior.

Workers who handle hazardous materials should be frained in safe and proper
hazardous matariats handiing procedures. '

All harardous materials leaving the property shouid be ftransporied io a Hoensed
hazardous wasie recyciing/disposal facility under 2 propsvly execuied Uniform
Hazardous Waste Manifest or alternate.

Low-marcury or “green end cap” lamps are not mercury free and must still be recycied or
managed by an authorized facility in accordance with the Mercury-Added Consumer
Products Law, which became effective July 12, 2005, '

Additional types of fiuorescent iamps that may be discovered in the buildings during
ranovation activities that do not have the gresn peinted end caps or green stamped
writing, should be assumed to contain concentrations of mercury and other metals such

as cadmium and lead higher than the regulatory limits and should be considered as an
EPA Universal Waste.
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» In accordance with cument EPA regulations, fluorescant light tubes, including low-
mercury of "green end cap” lamps, HID lamps, and mercury-containing thermostats and
other sources shouid be removed, packaged, transported, and recycied (unbroken )
bulbs) or incinerated at an EPA and/or State approved facility by a qualified hazardous
waste confractor in accordance with State Hazardous Wasie Regulations or the
Universal Waste Rule.

+ If any radioaciive sources are found during renovation, AMEC recommends the smoks
detector units or exit signs with radicactive sources bs removed, packaged, and returnad
o the manufacturer for recycling, reuse, or proper disposal.

« The EPA requires all CFC refrigerants be properly evacuated from equipment prior to
dismantling and/or demolition. AMEC recommends that the eguipment be inspected
and, if necessary, the refrigerant be evacuated and recovered by technicians properiy
trained in accordance with the EPA approved program.

= Under the Clean Air Act, the EPA has regulated CFCs in EPA regulation 40 CFR 82,
Subpart . CCs are regulated materials by the EPA and must be handled and recycled
or disposed of in accordance with EPA Federal Regulations 40 CFR 82 by an EPA -
qualified, trained speciaiist,

= AMEC recommends that a cerlificate of recycling or dispesal shouid be provided for
removed CFCs.

Total estimated cost is approximately $771,280.
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Figure 1. Site Location Map

Figure 2: Site Aerial Photo
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